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Speech  of  the  Lords  Commiflion- 
ers  on  the  clble  of  the  feilion    462 

State  Paj>ers.-T-A  State  of  the  • 
general  Account  of  the  Cuf- 
tom?,  new  and  additional  Im- 
pofitions,  fronv  the  Comptrol- 
ler General  of  His  Majefty's 
Cuftom?  in  Scotland,  for  the 
year  ending;  qthjan.  1789  5 

/— •  Account  of  the  neat  Produce 
of  Fines  and  Forfeitures,  and 
what  p:irr  thereof  was  paid  into 
th-Ucciipt  of  His  Majcll\*s 
Exchi-qucr  for  North  Britain, 
'tor  the  vcar,  ending  5th  July, 
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—  Av count  of  the  neat  Produce 
of  all  the  Ta-Jccs,  under  tlie 
head  of  Excifc,  in  Scotland, 
to  tiic  latell  period  to  which  the 
famcca*'  \y  rrvi  jc  i'p,vi/.  from 
the  51I1  (jf  filly,  1/07,  to  the 
5th  of  July,  17F8  — 

— —  Copy  of  tiic  Petition  of 
Warren  llartin«.»:,  Kf<|. 

— -  Copv  of  the  IVtiiion  prc- 
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i*..'i!  Letter  from    the 


26 

90 
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Speaker  to  the  Houfe  of  Com- 
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being  appointed  one  of  the 
Principal  Secretarics^State 

—  An  Eftimatcof  the  Charge  of 
w  hat  may  be  neceflary  for  the 
Buildings,  Re-builclinj^  and 
Repairs  of  Ships  of  War,  in 
His  Majefty's.  and  the  Mer- 
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—  An  Edimate  of  the  Debt  of 
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Heads,  as  it  llood  on  the  3 1  ft 
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late  and  prefent  Treafurers  of 
the  Navy,  on  the  31ft  of  De- 
cember, 1788 

—  An  Account,  ftiewinjr  the  in- 
creafe  of  the  Debt  of  His  Ma- 
jelly's  Navy  on  the  31ft  De- 
cember, X786,  with  the  Rea- 
fons  for  the  faid  Increase 

—  A  Lift  of  Penfions,  together 
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Services  abroad 

—  Totui  of  the  Account  of  ex* 
traordinary  Exprnccs  of  th^ 
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lidated  Pund^  in  the  Quartr 
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•—  An  Account  of  the  Commf- 
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fcvendly  repofcd  in  them 
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An  Account  ot  what  Nuibcr 
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Whale  Fifticry  to  D/is's 
Strcights, '  and  the  Grecmnd 
Seas,  with  their  refpdive 
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from  Oa.  1787,  toOa.  788.  492 

—  An  Account  of  the  gro  and 
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paid  into  the  £zchequr,  be- 
tween April,  1788,  ancApril, 
1789,  on  account  of  thOutics 
ariiing  from  Stamps    —        496 
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NEW  PUBLICATIONS,    printed   for  J.  DEBRETT,  oppofite 

Burlington  House,  Piccadilly. 

A  JOURNAL  of  a  VOYAGE  to  BOTANY  BAY,  in  Nw  South  Wales. 
With  a  full  and  accurate  Account  of  His  Majcfly's  Settlement  at  that 
Place,  Port  Jackfon,  and  Norfolk  ifland  ;  a  Defcription  of  the  Natives,  a  corre£^ 
Diary  of  ihe  Weather,  Latitudes  and  Longitudes,  &c.  &c.  By  JOHN  WHITE, 
Efq.  Surgeon  General  to  His  Majefty's  Forces,  and  to  the  Settlement  in  New 
South  Wales.  Illuftrated  ^vich  a  great  variety  of  Plates  of  non-defcript  Animals, 
Birds,  Serpents,  Lizards,  curious  Cones  of  Trees,  &c.  &c.,  and  other  natural 
Produaions  of  NEW  SOUTH  WALES,  copied  from  Nature  by  Mifs  Stone, 
Mr.  NoDDER,  Mr.  Cat  TON,  S:c.  and  engraved  by  the  bcft  Artifts.  Elegantly 
printed  in  one  Volume,  410. 

JOURNAL  of  a  VOYAGE  from  PORT  JACKSON,  New  South  Wale*, 
to  CANTON,  in  1788,  through  an  unexplored  Paffagc;  with  Views  of  the 
Iflands  difcovcred,  a  correfi  Diary  of  the  Weather,  &c.  &c.  By  THoMAS 
GILBEIRT,  Efq.  Commander  of  the  Charlotte.     Elegantly  printed  in  4tb, 

*^^  .The  above  being  uniformly  printed,  may  be  had  bound  in  one  Volume  4tO!' 

The  PARLIAMENTARY  REGISTER i  or,  A  Hiftory  of  the  Proceed- 
ings and  Debates  of  the  Lords  and  Commons,  during  the  laft  Seiiion  of  Par- 
liament i  containing  an  accurate  Account  of  the  mod  intercfting  Speeches  and 
Motions — Accurate  Copies  of  Refolutions,  Bills,  ProteHs,  Letters,  and  Papers, 
laid  before  Parlirment.     In  Two  Volumes. 

*,^.*  At  the  Defirc  of  feyeral  Perfons  of  diftinguiflied  Abilities* and  Rank, 
this  Work  was  undertaken — the  favourable  Reception  it  has  met  with  during 
the  two  laft  and  prcfent  Parliaments,  not  only  demands  the  moil  grateful  Ac- 
knowledgments of  the  Editors,  but  encourages  them  to  profecute  a  continuation 
of  the  fame^  during  the  prefent  Parliament — for  this  Purpofe,  and  to  prevent 
Mifreprefen ration,  they  beg  Leave  again  to  folicit  the  Alfiflance  of  all  their  for- 
mer Friends,  and  every  other  Gentleman.  A  Ari£t  Attention  will  be  paid  to  all 
their  Commands  and  Favours ;  nor  will  any  Afliduity  or  Care  be  wanting  to 
preferve  that  Truth  and  Accuracy  for  which  the  Work  has  hitherto  been  dif* 
tinguiihed. 

Of  whom  may  be  had,    '      - 

The  PARLIAMENTARY  REGISTER,  from  the  General  Eleftion  in 
1 780  to  1784,  in  14  volumes,  price  Five  Guineas,  half  bound  and  lettered. 

The  PARLIAMENTARY  REGISTER,  from  the  General  fileftion  in 
1784  to  1789,  in  IS  volumes,  half  bound  and  lettered. 

The  LIFE  of  FREDERICK  II.  KING  of  PRUSSIA.  To  which  are  added, 
Obfcrvations,  authentic  Documents,  and  a  variety  of  Anecdotes,  Letters,  &c. 
Tranflated  from  the  French,  in  a  large  Volume,  0£tavo,  price  14s.  in  Boards, 

EXTRA  OFFICIAL  STATE  PAPERS.  AddreflTed  to  the  Right  Hon. 
Lord  Rawdon,  and  the  other  Members  of  the  Two  Houfes  of  Parliament, 
affociated  for  the  Prefervation  of  the  Conftltution,  and  promoting  the  Profpe— 
rity  of  the  Britifh  Empire.  By  a  late  Under  Secretary  of  St^te.  Two  Volumes. 
Price  7s.  in  Boards. 

OBSERVATIONS  upon  the  LITURGY.  With  a  Propofal  for  its  Reform, 
upon  the  Principles  of  Chriftianity,  as  profeffcd  and  taught  by  the  Church  of 
England.  And  an  Attempt  to  reconcile  the  Do£lrines  of  the  Angels'  ApoHacy 
and  perpetual  Punifhment,  Man's  Fall  and  Redemption,  and  the  Incarnation  of 
the  Son  of  God,  to  our  Conceptions  of  the  Divine  Nature  and  Attributes,  By  a 
Layman  of  the  Church  of  England,  late  an  Under  Secretary  of  State,  Price  3s. 
fewcd. 
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Mondajy  tiT^th  Aprils  1789% 


HE  recefs  being  clofcd,  the  Houfe  met,  and  the  Ovii^p- 
irolicrof  the  Houlehold  ri£ng,  infornieil  the  Houfe,  that  the 
Committee  appointed  to  conikler  of  the  manner  of  the  Houfe^s 
going  to  St.  Paul's,  on  Thurfday,  the  23d  inflant,  had  ii\- 
itruded  htm  to  acquaint  them,  that  they  had  .been  given  to 
underfland,  that  many  fcafFolds  wereered^ed  and  ere(5>ing  up- 
on and  before  fcveral  houfes  in  thofe  parts  of .  VVeftminfter 
through  which  the  proc^flion  was  to  pafs;  that,  in  the  opi- 
nion  of  the  Surveyor  for  the  diftri<3,  thefe  fcaffblds  were 
<iangeroutly  infecure,  and  alfo,  that  there  was  no  exifting, 
law  to  prevent  perfons  from  continuing  to  erexfl  fuch  infuffi- 
cient  fcaffolding,  Mr.  Villiers  added,  that  his  inftrufljons 
went  no  farther  than  .that  he  (liould  ftate  the  fadt    to  the 

'     Hottfe,  and  leave  it  to  them  to  a£l  upon  it  as  they  thought 

proper.  .  ' 

Sir  J^Jcpb  Mmvhey,  adverting  to  the  powers  given  by  the  Sir  Jof«pb 

'     aQof  rarhament  to  the  Commiilioners  of  the  Pavements  in  Mayrbey* 
London  and  Weftminller,  faid,  tlut  he  I'appofed  they  had 
fafficient  authority  to  pull  down,  and  caufe  to  be  pulled  down> 
aU  fuch  infecure  Icatfbldi. 
VoLoXXVL  B  Mr. 


a  PARLIAMENTARY  A,  1789, 

Ifr.  Rofe.  Mr.  Rofi  admitted,  that  the  paving  afls  gave  the  Com* 
miffioners  fuch  powers,  but  obferved,  that  they,  at  the  fame 
time,  provided,  that  before  the  powers  of  the  aAs  were  put 
^  in  force,  the  parties  (hould  have  fourteen  days  notice,  which, 
in  the  prefent  cafe,  it  was  well  known  to  be  impofllble.  He 
added,  that  the  proper  furveyor  had  ( been  with  him  on  the 
preceding  Saturday,  to  complain  of  the  fcaffblds  being  dan^ 
geroufly  infecure,andthathehadfent  him  to  the  Chairman  ol 
the  Quarter  Seifions,  which  was  then  holding,  but  the  Chair- 
man and  the  other  Magiftrates  were  clearly  of  opinion,  that 
they  had  no  power,  tinder  any  exiding  flatute^  to  interfere 
and  prevent  the  evil  in  queftion. 
Mr.  Mn  Minchin  obferved,  that  he  had  not  left  the  Strand  ma^ 

Minchia.  ny  minutes,  and  he  had  feen  fcafFolds  ereding  on  houfei 
that  were  of  themfelves  fo  old  and  out  of  repair,  that  if  large 
companies  came  and  filled  chofe  fcaffblds,  in  all  probability^ 
bojh  houfes  a^d  fcaffblds  Would  come  down  into  the  ilreet. 

Mr.  Roft.  Mr.  Jtofi  underftood  that  the  Surveyor,  to  whom  he  had 
alluded,  was  attending  at  the  door ;  and  he  fubmitted  it  to 
the  Houfe^  whether  it  would  not  be  proper  to  call  him  in^ 
and  examine  him  at  the  bar  \ 

Mr.Vyaer  Mr.  Fyner  defired  to  know,  if  it  would  not  be  more  regu- 
lar to  receive  the  Report  of  the  Committee  firft,  which  pro- 
bably might  give  the  Houfe  fuch  Information  as  could  N 
made  the  ground  of  their  proceeding,  and  then  examine  the 
Surveyor  T 
The         Tht  Speaker  explained  from  the  chair,  that  the  Committer 

Speaker*  had  no  power  to  report,  their  whole  inftruflion  having  beehj 
"  to  confider  oi  the  heft  way  for  that  Houfe  to.  go  to  St, 
«  Paul's.'* 

Mr.  Edward  Walters,  Surveyor,  was  then  called  in  and 
examined. 

He  ftatcd,  that  he  was  a  Surveyor  for  the  diftri6l  of  the 
Strand ;  that  many  fcaffblds  had  been  ered^ed,  feveral  in  the 
houfes,  fome  by  way  of  balconies,  and  one  or  two  projeiHng 
into  the  {Ireets ;  that  he  had  viewed  them,  and  that,  in  his 
opinion,  the  major  part  of  them  were  dangeroufly  infecure, 
He  had  given  notice  to  thofe  who  had  ereAed  and  wereereft^ 
ing  fuch  fcaffblds  of  this  circumflance,  but  no  attention  had 
been  paid  by  them  to  fuch  notices.     Having  withdrawn. 

The  Comptroller  of  the  Houfehold  moved,  "  That  a  Com- 
**  mittee  be  appointed  to  inquire  into  theftate  of  the.  feveral 
<*  fcafFoIJs  or  temporary  buildings  now  making  in  the  Strandj 
<*  and  other  avenues  to  St.  Paul's,  on  the  wett  fide  of  Tern- 
'*  pie  Bar,*  and  report  what  may  be  fitting  to  be  done  refpe<Sk' 
•<  ing  the- fame." 

•     The  following  Members  were  named  as  9  Committee  : 

^  The 
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The  Comptroller  of  the  Houfehold,  Mr.  Hobart,  Lord 
Moroington,  Right  Hon.  C*  J.  Fox^  Lord  Weftcote,  Sir 
H.  Uoghton,  Lord  John  Townfliend^  Mr.  Stanhope^  Mr. 
Addington^  Mr.  Mainwaring,  Mr.  Alderman  Watfon^  Mr* 
Wilkes,  aod  the  Gentlemen  of  the  Lon^  Robe* 

The  Houfe  adj  oumed* 

Mr.  Stanley  moved,  **  That  the  order  of  the  day,  \^hich 
'  ftood  for  the  morrow,  for  the  commitment  of  the  bill,  for  • 
^  rrpealing  the  a&  relative  to  the  regifiering  of  freeholders^ 
^  might  be  difcharged,*'  which  was  agreed  to,  and  a  new  or- 
hi  made  for  committing  the  bill  on  Thurfday  fe'nnight. 

The  SpeakiT  acquainted  the  Houfe  that  the  Surveyor  of  the     ^^^ 
Board  of  Works  had  informed  him,  that,  in  obedience  to  Speaktn 
the  orders  of  the  Houfe,  he  had  provided  the  requiiite  ag- 
CDsmodations  for  the  Members  in  St.  Paul's  Cathedrah 

Mr.  Comptroller  of  the  Houfehold  brought  up  the  report 
(nn  the  Committee  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  ftate  of  the 
icMitf  and  other  temporary  ereAions  in  the  ftreets,  lead* 
i£|to  St.  Paulas.    The  report  flatrd,  that  the  Committee     ' 
U  examined  Sir  William  Chambers,  and  feveral  Surveyors, 

%3)  agreed  in  opinion,  that,  from  the  ilightnefs  of  their 
cmirodion  in  general,  and  particularly  of  thofe  fcaffblds 
^jaalng  to  Eneter  'Chahg^  they  were  dangerous  not  only 
fo thofe  who  occupied  them,  but  to  perfons  in  rh^  ftreet.— » 
That,  notwithftanding  printed  notices  had  been  diftribyted, 
vaming  the  inhabitants  of  their  danger,  yet,  but  two  or 
thiee  bad  availed  thjsmfelyes  of  thofe  notices.  The  Com- 
Kittee,  therefore,  fubmitted  to  the  wifdom  of  the  Houfe  to 
tike  fuch  fteps  as  tlie  urgency  of  the  octafjon  demanded*  ' 

The  rq)ort  was,  upon  motion,  ordered  to  be  printed. 

Mr.  Pitt  truiled  that  the  printing  of  the  report  would  be  Mr*  Pitt, 
laficient  to  prevent  the  neceffity  of  adopting  any  farther 
QKafort.  The  time,  he  obferved,  would  fcarcely  admit  of 
paflingalaw  for  the  purpofe;  but,  as  the  fafety  of  many  of 
His  Majefty^s  fubjeds  might  be  endangered,  he  fuggefled  the 
propriety  ot  appointing  the  Surveyor  of  the  Board  of  Works 
to  examine  the  fcaffblds  and  other  ere£^ions,  and  fuch  as 
i^old,  at  a  fmall  expence,  be  rendered  fufficiently  ftrong, 
iDight  be  fecured  at  the  public  ei^pence.  If,  on  the  contrary, 
there  were  fome  which  could  not  be  made  fecure,  they  ought 
to  be  pulled  down,  and  as  the  original  expence  would  prove 
kot  trifling  to  the  public,  it  ought  to  be  paid.  He  recom^ 
DKndcd^to  the  raagiftrates  to  be  a^ive  in  preventing  danger, 
and  though  they  might  not  be  ftriftly  within  the  letter  of 
uSfUw,  they  would^  no  doubt^  b%  indemnified  for  any  ac«- 
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tions  which  might  be  brought  againft  them  in  the  execution 
of  their  duty  on  fuch  an  occafion. 
Aid.  Mr.  Alderman  Newnbam  obferved,  that  as  the  Magiftrates 

Newuham  Qf  ^f^g  city  of  London  had  the  power  of  preventing  the  erec- 
tion of  fcaffolds,  he  thought  it  highly  neceflary  that  the  fame 
power  fliould  be  extended  to  Wellrainfter. 

Mr.  Mainwaring  and  Mr.  Rolle  fpoke  in  ap{)robation  of 
the  propofjl  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  which  met 
the  general  concurrence  of  the  Houfe. 
Mr.  Pitt.  Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  begged  leave  to  acquaint  the  Houfe^ 
that  he  had  received  information  of  a  fcarcity  of  corn  in  the 
province  of  Quebec,  which  rendered  U  neceflary  to  bring  ia 
a  bill,  empowering  His  Majefiy  in  Council,  for  a  limited 
time,  to  authorize  the  iinportation  of  corn,  bread,  flrnar,  &c« 
from  America.  Such  a  bill  had  been  paiTed  for  the  accommo- 
dation of  the  ifland  of  Newfoundland;  and  the  good  effeft* 
of  it  were  univerlally  acknowledged..  He  then  moved  for 
leave  to  bri'^g  m  the  bill,  which  pafled  in  the  affirmative* 

Mr.  Pitt  moved,  *'  That  the  papers  which  he  had  pre- 
"  fented  previoufly  to  the  laft  adjournment,  refpedting  the 
*^  proceedings  of  the  Privy  Council  relative  to  a  deftrudlive 
**  infeft  which  had  lately  infefted  the  grain  in  certain  pro- 
**  vinces  of  America,  might  be  printed,  for  ihe  purpole  of 
•*  giving  gentlemen  an  opportunity  of  confidering  whether 
**  any  farther  meafures  were  neceflary  for  the  fafety  of  thp 
**  agriculiure  of  this  country.* 

Ordered. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

The  Quebec  corn  bill  W9S  prefented,  read  a  firft  time,  af- 
terwards a  fecond  time,  and  coQimitted  for  Saturday  next. 

The  Speaker  having  taken  the  chair, 
Maj.Scott  Major  Scott  rofe,  andobferved,  that  he  had  a  petition  ta 
prefent  to  the  Houfe  from  Mr.  Haftings ;  that  when  he  came 
down  with  it,  he  had  not  the  lead  knowledge  of  the  indifpo- 
fition  of  the  right  honourable  Manager,  to  whofeconduA 
the  petitioner  had  fo  pointedly  and  particularly  alluded  ; 
and  therefore  he  fliouId  move  to  have  the  petition  lie  on  the 
table,  for  the  purpofe  of  being  taken  into  confider;)itiQn  upon 
fome  future  day,  when  the  right  honourable  Manager  (M f« 
Burke)  might  be  able  to  appear  in  his  place. 

The  Speaker,  having  alluded  to  the  neceflity  of  explaining 
the  prayer  of  the  petition^ 

Major  Scott  anfwered,  that  as  it  was  not  very  long,  he 
would,  with  the  permiffion  of  the  Houfe,  read  the  petition. 
It  Aated,  that  Mr.  Haftings  had  been  impeached,  and  certain 
articles  given  )n  ngainft  liim^  to  which  he  had  replied,  and 
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was  now  in  the  fecood  je^r  of  the  tci;4  ;  that  the  Managers 

bd  pledged  themfelves  not  to  utter  a  word  which  they  would 

not  proves  and  had  re|)eatedly  affirmed,  that  they  fpoke  as 

tbey  were  inftruAed  by  the  Houfe  of  Commons ;  that  various 

allegations  were  contained  in  the  fpeech  of  Mr.  Burke,  to- 

ully  foreign  to  any  ore  apti<de  «f  charge ;  that  in  particular^ 

the  petitioner  was  accjufed  of  ^ing  an  accomplice  in  a  plot   • 

to  aflaffinate  the  Rhazada;  of  beldg  an  accomplice  in  the 

death  of  Meeran  Adifli,  fon  of  Meer  Ja£^er,  and  in  various 

^£^sof  oppreffion  and  favage  cruelty,  faid  to  have  been  prac- 

tiiedby  Deiy  Sons;  that  on  Tuefday  Mr.  Burke  had  accufed 

him  of  having  murdered  Nundcomar,  by  the  hands  of  Sir 

Elijah  Impey ;  that  tliefe  charges  were  utterly  falfe  and  un* 

founded ;  and  he  confided  in  the  juftice  of  the  Houfe,  to 

frame  them  into  fpeciiic  articles,  ib  thpt  he  might  be  enabled 

to  refute  them  iq  the  fame  public  manner  in  which  they  had 

been  made. 

Lord  Afaitland  obferved,  that  as  it  was   a  direfl  charge     Lord 
upon  the  Committee  of  Managers,  and  in  particular  upon  Maitland* 
one  Member  of  it,  who  was  not  prefent,  he  did  not  fee  how 
itcoold  be  proceeded  upon,  as  the  Houfe  had  found  no  fault 
vith  the  Committee. 

^z  Speaker  thought  it  hisduty  to  ftate,  that  the  petition      The 
wild  not,  with  propriety,  be  invefligated,  until  Mr.  Burke  Speaker. 
Jkould  be  prefent. 

Major  Scott  declared,  that  all  he  meant  now  was,  merely  Maj.Scsct 
to  lay  it  upon  the  table,  and  when  Mr. Burke  atfended,  move  . 
to  take  it  into  confiderat ion, either  on  Fiiday  or  Monday. 

Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  fdid,  in  reply  to  Mr.  Wyndham  at^d  Mr.  Pitt* 
Sir  Gilbert  Elliot,  who  had  oppofed  the  petition  being 
brought  up,  that  as  the  right  honours^hle  Manager,  whom  it 
chiefly  concerned,  was  not  prrfent,  the  honourable  Member 
(Major  Scott)  had  better  give  notice,  that  he  would  move 
for  leave  to  prefent  it  on  a  future  day,  i^nd  Monday  next  was 
accordingly  appointed  for  that  purpofe. 

The  following  Papers  were  prefented,  and  ordered  to  be 
hid  on  the  table. 

A  State  of  the  General  Account  of  the  Cufloms,  new  and 
additional  Iropofitions,  from  the  Comptroller  General  of 
His  Majefty's  Cuftoms  in  Scotland,  for  the  year,  ending 
the  5th  of  January  1 789. 

Gross  Produce. 

Money     -        -         -        250*^^39  n     8 
Bonds  *  »        630,701  19    6| 

Cha&o£i^ 
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Charges  of  MANAO£&f£NT« 

Salaries        -        -         •        29,91722 
Incidents        *  *       a?>093    i     ^i 

BotrKTX£6« 

DhaWbacks. 

-  -  -  60,591    13      2J 

599>*93  ^6  6i 
Total* 

Money      *         •        *        i7'>637  ^3  ^i 

Bonds  *>  «        599>^93  ^^  H 


Money 


Money 
Bonds 


Money 
Bonds 


Neat  Proijijce* 

^Q,26t    18      1\ 

3MIS     3    o 

The  above  account  is  tHade  up  from  the  ColIeSoi^s  ac« 
count  current,  ^nd  Receiver  GeneraPs  books.  The  receipts 
and  payments  of  the  Port  Schetland  (a  diftant  port)  for  the 
quarters  ended  lOth  of  06lober,  1788,  and  5th  of  January^ 
7789,  are  not  included  therein;  the  accounts  current  of  that 
port,  for  thofe  periods,  not  yet  having  come  to  hand. 

N.  B.  The  neat  produce  of  the  duties  of  cuftomsin  Stot' 
land  is,  by  law,  fubjed  to  the  keeping  up  of  the  Courts  of 
Seffion,  t^fticiary,  and  Exchequer,  and  defraying  other* 
charges  of  the  civil  eftablifhment  there ;  as  alfo  to  the  pay- 
ment of  two  annuities,  one  often  thoufand  pounds,  being 
the  equivalent  claimedinbehalf  of  Scotland,  by  virtue  of  the 
treaty  of  Union ;  and  the  other  of  two  thoufand  pounds,  for 
encouraging  fifheries  and  manufaSures  in  Scotland  :  and 
there  have  been  paid,  within  the  period  of  this  account,  out 
oftlieaboye  neatf»roduce,  the  following  fums,  purfuant  \m 
warrants  of  the  right  honourable  Barons  of  Exchequer,  viz* 


For  payment  of  the  Courts 
of  Seffion,  Julliciary,  and 
Exchequer 

For  payment  of  the  Commif- 
iioner  of  the  General  Af- 
fembly         -  -        - 

And  there  has  been  remitted 
(in  the  period  above-men- 
tioned) to  the  Receiver  Ge- 
neral of  the  Cuftoms 
London^  thcfum  of. 


26,000 


d. 


o    o 


i>S<^    o 


in 


40,000    o    o 
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North  Bhitain* 

An  Account  of  the  neat  produce  of  Fines  and  Forfeituret» 
and  what  part  thereof  .was  paid  into  the  receipt  of  Hi« 
Majefty's  Exchequer,  for  the  year^  ended  5th  of  July, 
17S8. 

Neat  produce        -  -        5>j66    9    7 

An  Account  of  the  neat  produce  of  all  the  Taxes  under  th« 
bead  of  Excife,  in  Scotland,  to  the  lateft  period  to  which 
the  fame  can  bb  made  up^  viz.  from  the  5th  of  July  1787^ 
tothesthof  July  1788. 


Duties. 

AuAions 

Beer  and  Ale 

Bricks  and  Tiles 

Candles 

Coaches 

Coffee  and  Cocoa 

Glafs       .  - 

Hides  and  Skins 

Paper         •  ^ 

Printed  goods 

Sopo         -  ♦ 

Starch 

r  Foreign    - 
Spirits  <  Britiih 

I  Highland 
Wines        •  ♦ 

Plate  Licences 
Spirit  Licences.        » 
Tea  Licences 
General  Licences 
Fines  and  Forfeitures 


Neat  Produce* 


3.348 

i3»S30 

2.^75 
12,844 

III 

S6 

6,685 

ja,85i 

3.938 

36.441 

58,945 

7»233 
42.603 

38,160 

".3S4 
26,839 

215 

4,79" 
615 

2,810 
5.366 


s, 
6 

3 
o 

17 
o 

9 

12 
16 


J, 

7i 
o 

2j 

oi 

o 

3l 


8,7* 
61 

"i 

Oi: 

ici; 

O'.: 

oi 

Si 
o 

9j 

fi 
6i 

7 


3 
10 

2 
II 

8 
6 

»9 
6 

I 

15 
10 

9 


Total  Excifo        293,187  19    2i 


-,,C  Annual,  1788 
*^*iConfoUdated 


14*705    3    «> 

30^142   12     6| 


Total  Malt        44*847  15    6} 


Grand  Total      338,035  14  lof 
The  Houfe  adjourned* 


!■■       I       ■< 
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Monday y  2pb  jfprU. 

Sir  William  Dolben.  prefentcd  a  petition  from  the  iron  ma- 
nufaflurers  of  Sheffield,  who  prayed  that  they  might  not  be 
coniidered  as  ftanding  in  the  Way  of  the  abolition  of  the  flave 
trade. 

It  was  read,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 
M«>S€ott  Major  5^5«  now  rofe,  and  faid,  I  have  in  my  hand,  Mr* 
Speaker,  a  petition  from  Warren  Haftings*,  kfq.  late  Gover- 
nor General  of  Bengal,  complaining  of  the  conduft  of  a 
Member  of  this  ttdufe,  andftating,  that  oh  openitig  the  im- 
peachment which  this  Houfe  had  carried  up  to  the  Lords, 
an  honourable  Manager  had  ftated  a  variety  of  matter, 
wholly. extraneous  from  tlie  article?,  containing' allegations 
infinitely  more crrnut^al ;  and  that  the  extraneous  matter  al- 
luded tOy  was  wholly  falfe  and  unfounded. 

The^  prayer  di  the  petition  is,  that  Mr.  Hallings  may  be 
allowed  to  defend  himfelf  againd  &ch  allegations,  or  that  he 
may  receive  fuch  other  redrefs  a«  this  Houie,  in  its  juilice 
and  wifdom)  may  think  due  to  him. 

I  aflure  you,  Mr.  Speaker^  that  my  refpeft  for  this  Houfe 
would  prevent  me  from  prefentiqg  a  petitlion  of  this  nature, 
were  1  not  fully  convinced,  that  the  extraneous  matter  al- 
luded to  in  the  petition,  was  wholly  {alfe  and  unfounded, 
and  were  I  not  prepared  lo  prove  it  to  the  fatisfadion  of  the 
Houfe. 

Gentlemen'  will  retoUefi,  that  the  proceedings  which  led 
to  the  impeachment,  commenced  \xk  February  1 786.  In  that 
feffion  the  Benares  charge-was  voted,  much  difference  of  opi- 
nion prevailing,  as  to  the  degree  and  point  of  eriminality  in 
it.  In  the  next  feffion,  many  other  charges  were  voted,  and 
ia  Committee  appointed  to  draw  up  articles.  It  ts  a  fa£t, 
which  a  reference  to  the  journals  will  prove,  fhat  thirteen  of 
tliefe  articles  were  voted  without  the  Houfe  having  feen  them. 
1  was  the  only  Member,-  the  Manager  who  prefented  them 
excepted^  who  had  feen  t4irn>.  I  mention  this  circumftance 
now,  merely  to  fliew  the  unbounded  confidence  which  the 
Houfe  fepofetl  in  their  Committee  :  the  Houfe  then  conferred 
Upon  them  the  power  to  fend  for  perfonSj  papers,  and  re- 
cords, that  th#y  migh(  be  prepared  with  fuch  evidence  as 
might  elucidate  truth ;  and  not  by  gapbltng  particular  paf- 
fnges,  to  raife  a  temporary  impreffioi>  again fl  the  defen- 
dant. 

The  impeachment  was  opened  lafl  year  bv  the  honourable 
Manager,  Mr.  Burke.  In  the  courfe  of  his  opening,  he  in- 
troduced a  ftory,  known  by  the  name  of  the  Hiflory  of  the 
three  Seals,  and  Meeran's  death.  In  what  I  am  going  to 
fay,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  wifh  to  preferve  the  refpefl  which  U  due 
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to  the  Houfe  from  mc,  but  I  affirm,  in  the  mofl  folemn  man- 
ner, that  in  fo  far  ais  the  Manager  implicated  Mr.  Haftings 
in  ihofe  ftories,  he  w^as  guilty  of  cool,  deliberate,  fy  ftematic, 
and  intentional  mifreprelentation. 

Tlie  next  ftory  mentioned  in  the  petition,  was  that  of  Deby 
S;ng.  This  the  honourable  Manager  told  to  a  very  full  au- 
ditory ;  and  many,  very  many  of  the  Members  now  pre- 
fcni,  who  were  In  Weftminfter  Hall  at  the  time,  muft  re- 
colled  the  dreadful  efFedls  which  were  produced  by  fo  horrid 
a  detail  of  cruelties.  I  have  taken  much  pains,  Mr.  Speaker, 
to  make  myfelt  completely  mafter  of  that  bufinefs.  In  the 
farft  place,  1  called  upon  the  clerk  at  the  India  Houfe,  who 
attends  the  honourable  Manager,  to  put  into  my  hands  a 
fiichful  copy  of  thofc  documents  with  which  the  Manager 
was  fupplicd  when  he  fpoke,  I  then  procured  from  Mr. 
David  Anderfon  an  account  of  the  evidence  whi  h  he  had 
given  to  the  Manager  himfelf  on  this  fubje(5i  ;  and  after  a 
moft  attentive  perufal  of  the  whole,  I  am  warranted  in  af- 
firming^ that  if  the  cruelties  charged  upon  Deby  Sing  had 
been  true,  the  honourable  Manager  knew  it  would  be  im- 
poffible  for  the  malice  or  ingenuity  of  man  to  bring  them 
home  to  Mr  Haftings :  but  what  is  again  extraordinary,  is 
th\s,  that  it  appears  inconteftibly,  by  later  advices  from 
Bengal,  that  the  dreadful  cruelties,  ftated  by  the  Manager, 
never  were  committed  at  all.  This  appears  after  a  moft  fo- 
fcran  znveftigation,  made  by  three  gentlemen  upon  oath,  dur- 
ing the  government  of  Sir  John  Macpherfon,  in  whofe  ap- 
pointment or  report  Mr.  Haftings  could  have  no  fort  of 
concern.  Sir,  1  was  ftruck  fo  forcibly  by  thofe  fafts,  that 
laft  year  I  wrote  a  letter  to  another  right  honourable  Mana- 
ger, whom  I  believe,  in  my  confcience,  had  no  participation 
or  concern  in  fo  grofs  a  mifreprefentation.  In  that  letter,  I 
detailed  all  the  circumftances  very  fully ;  but  I  was  told, 
that  pending  the  trial,  ,it  would  be  improper  to  publifti  it. 
After  prefenting  this  petition,  it  would  be  improper  to  with- 
hold ii,  and  it  fball  appear  immediately.  I  know  how  far  I 
commit  myfelf :  I  cannot  prefume  to  fay;  that  if  1  have  been 
wrong,  it  is  not  for  want  of  pains  to  be  right.  No  man  liv- 
ing ought  to  fay  what  1  have  done,  if  a  doubt  remains  upon 
the  fubjefl.  I  have  well  confidered  it,  and  from  the  Mana- 
ger's own  materials  I  eftablifti  the  truth  of  my  aflertions  ;  if 
I  do  not,  I  ought  to  walk  out  of  that  door,  and  never  be  per- 
mitted to  enter  at  it  again.  I  wifhed  the  Manager  himfelf 
to  call  for  the  letter,  as  I  had  fo  freely  fpoken  of  him,  but 
he  would  not  do  it.  Perhaps  it  may  be  urged,  that  thefe 
h&%  (hould  have  been  complained  of  earlier.  The  Counfel 
of  Mr.  Haftings  had  once  endeavoured  to  do  it,  but  were  in- 
terrupted by  the  right  honourable  Manager,  Mr.  Fox* 
Vol.  XXVL  •       C  The 
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The  Managers  have  repeatedly  declared,  that  they  fpoke 
by  inftruftions  from  the  Houfe,  and  that  they  never  would 
advance  a  fy liable,,  which  they  were  not  ready  and  willing. to 
'  prove,  if  they  (hould  be  called  upim  fo  to  do ;  as,  therefore, 
the  extraneous  matter  which  the  opening  contained,  repre- 
fents  Mr.  Haflings  in  a  point  of  view  infinitely  more  crimi- 
nal than  any  allegation  in  the  articles  which  the  Houfe  have 
voted,  I  appeal  to  the  juftlce  and  honour  of  the   Houfe,   ei- 
ther to  biing  forward  this  matter  in   fpeci fie  articles,  or  to 
afford  fome  other  redrefs.     The  Houfe  muft  know  the  light 
in  which  this  matter  appeared  elfewhere ;  that    it  has  been 
the  fubjeft  of  convr.rfation  throughout  Europe;  that  it   was 
believed  to  be  true,  and   could   be  brought  home  to  Mr. 
Hadings;  when  it   now  turns  out  to  be  falfe  in  fadl :  hut 
,  had  it  been  true,  it  never  could  have  afFefted  the  petitioner 
in   the  fmalleft  degree.     The  next  comp)aint   is   in  the  cafe 
of  Nundcomar.     The  words  are  frefli  in  the  recoUedllon  of 
every  gentleman.     I  Ihall  not  detain  the  FJoufe  further;  but 
merely  move,  thi  t  the  petition  may  be  brought  up. 

When,  in  the  courfeof  his  fpeech.  Major  Scott  alluded  to 
a  debate  which  had  taken  place  in  the  Houfe  of  Lords,  he  was 
called  to  order;  and  it  was  upon  this  occafion,  that 

Mr,  Fox.  Mr.  Fox  remarked,  that  the  Houfe  well  knew  it  was  dif- 
orderly  to  allude  to  what  had  paflcd  in  other  places ;  but  he 
begged  to  maintain,  that  if  there  was  one  word  which  the 
honourable  gentleman  had  uttered  which  was  in  order,  an  al- 
lufion  to  what  had  pafled  in  the  Houfe  of  Lords  was  equally 
in  orJer,  and  therefore,  as  the  honourable  gentleman  had 
l)een  permitted  to  fay  fo  much  out  of  order,  he  ought  to  be 
fuflered  to  fay  the  reft ;  and  he  fubmitted  it  to  the  Houfe,  if 
it  was  not  equally  in  order  to  allude  to  what  pafled  in  the 
Houfe  of  Lords,  as  to  refer  to  what  had  pafled  in  another 
place. 
The  1  he  Speaker  anfwered,  that  he  had  always   heard  that  it 

Speaker,  was  diforderly  to  allude  to  what  pafled  in  the  Houfe  of 
Lords,  but  he  did  not  know,  whether  alluding  to  trials  at  the 
bar  of  the  other  Houfe,  where  the  Commons  were  the  accu- 
fers,  wa?  diforderly. 

Mr.  Fox.  Mr.  F^x  di  fired  to  refort  to  praftice  for  proof,  and  there- 
fore he  called  upon  tlie  Speaker,  from  his  great  experience, 
to  ftate  where  the  precedent  was  to  be  found  of  a  Member's 
having  been  permitted  to  allude  to  what  pafled  in  any  other 
aflembly. 

Mr.  Pitt.  Mr,  Chancellor  Plit  begged  leave  to  obferve,  that  as  the 
Speaker  had  interpofed  from  the  chair,  to  flop  what  he 
thought  diforderly,  he,  doubtlefs,  would  have  purfued  th« 
fameconduft,  if  the  honourable  gentleman  behind  him  had 
appeared  diforderly.  What  had  fallen  from  the  right  ho- 
nourable 
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noorablf  gentteman  over  the  way,  rendered  it  unqueftlonably 
clear  that  any  gentleman  might  rife  to  (peak  to  a  point,  not- 
nith/laoding  that  he  might  know  that  it  did  not  fail  precifely 
within  the  orders  cf  the  Houfe, 

Major  Scoti  faid,  that  as  there  was  a  place  proj)er  for  that  Maj. Scott 
Hcuie  in  Weftminfter  Hall,  where   t!:e  Members  attended 
;nd  heard  what  pafled,  he  did   not  think  himfeif  diforderly 
in  llating  what  pafied  there. 

The  ^peaker  having  Hated  the  queftion, 

Mr.  Fox  having  riien,  declared  that  it  was  not  his  defign  Mr.  Fox. 
cither  to  rpfjrt  the  motion  of  the  honourable  Meml^rfor  hring- 
mgup  the  petition,  or  to  enter  into  an  extenfive  field,  for 
thr  purpoJe  of  fcrupuloufly  inveftigating  its  contents.  The 
prtdicament  in  which  he  ftopd,  rendered  it  neceflary  that  he 
ihouid  be  cautious  of  incurring  the  charge  of  partiality.  He 
» idled,  therefore,  the  proj  riety  of  the  me^^fure  to  be  con- 
£w-red  hy  xhofe  who  were  not  Managers  of  the  profecution, 
r.H  who,  ppon  this  account,  might  be  reg;irded  as  lefs  inte- 
Trftfd  in  its  contents  and  in  itsobjeft,  ancjconfequently  more 
JTipartiaL  He  rofe  to  ftate  the  Lad  tendency  of  it,  no;  to 
Uoi  Houfe  in  the  prefent  in Aance  merely,  but  to  future  pro- 
kmions  of  that  Houfe  for  ever  and  for  eve  ,  'Inhere  were 
iirfe  diftindl  points  to  beconfidered  in  refpe<5>  to  the  prefenf 
jttition  :  firft,  tlie  fubjefl  matter  of  the  comi^aint ;  fecondly^ 
Vi'io  it  was  that  the  complaint  was  made  to  ;  and  thirdly, 
i^ho  the  perfon  was  that  made  the  complaint  ?  T  he  fuhjedt 
n;3trer  of  the  complaint  confifted  of  certain  words  and  exr 
prcflions  f.iid  to  have  been  ufed,  and  direftly  charged  with 
having  been  falicly  ufed  by  Members  of  that  Hoi^fe,  at  the 
bar  of  the  Houfe  of  Lords.  He  could  not  imagine  that  it 
would  be  admitted  that  the  Houfe  attended  in  Weftminfter 
Hall,  not  for  the  putpofe  of  appearing  as  profecutors,  coun- 
tenancing and  fup|K)rting  the  Managers  employed  by  their 
40ihority  to  urge  the  charges,  and  adduce  proof  in  fupport 
of  them,  againft  the  perfon  impeached,  not  for  that  of  taking 
care  that  juftice  was  done  them,  but  for  the  purppfe  of  ca- 
villing as  an  advcrfe  party  at  the  conduft  of  their  own  Ma- 
nagers. With  regard  to  the  fecond  point,  to  whom  was  the 
complaint  made  r  It  came  not  where  all  complaints  of  unjuft 
treatment  of  a  defendant  onght  to  he  made,  to  the  Tribunal 
tliat  tried  him,  to  the  Judges,  and  to  the  Court  that  was  to  | 
decide,  and  which  alone  was  competent  to  relieve^the  party 
in  a  cafe  of  real  injuftice,  but  it  came  to  the  accufers,  to  the 
profecutors  them felves,, who  had  no  power^to  afford  redrefs, 
if  neceflary,  and  whofe  duty  it  was  to  purfue  the  culprit,  and 
profecutehim  to  punifhment.  As  to  the  third  pointy  who 
was  it  that  preferred  the  complaint  f  Mr.  Fox  faid,  he  Ihouid 
have  been  moriifie4>  indeed,  if  his  condi)£i,  and  that  of  any 
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other  of  the  Managers,  had  been  found  fault  with  by  the 
right  honoural)Ie  gentleman  over  againft  him,  or  thofe  who 
had  profeffed  themfelves  to  be  warm  friends  to  the  profecu- 
tion.  But,  wiio  was  here  the  complainant  ?  Not  a  Member 
of  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  not  a  Member  of  the  Houfe  of 
Lords,  no  perfon  of  either  defcription,  but  the  culprit  him- 
felf,  who  came  forward  to  objeft  to  the  mode  of  proceeding 
againft  him.  Should  Tuch  a  complaint  be  liAenedto?  and 
(hould  the  party  accufed  be  futfered  to  arraign  the  condu6l 
of  his  accufers,  addreffing  his  charge  to  them  t  It  would 
prove  a  deviation  from  every  known  and  ellabliftTed  rule  ;  it 
would  introduce  a  new  fyftem  of  proceeding  ;  becaufe  it  was 
altogether  unprecedented  for  thofe  who  were  the  accufers,  to 
hear  the  culprit  in  the  manner  of  an  accufer  of  themfelves, 
complaining  of  the  mode  of  profegution  which  they  had 
thought  proper  to  adopt,  as  likely  to  anfwer  the  ends  of 
juftice  in  the  moil  efFeftual  manner*  Mr.  Fox  proceeded  to 
call  in  queAron  the  motive  and  the  mode  in  which  the  ho- 
nourable gentleman  who  had  introduced  the  petition  had 
opeued  it  to  the  Houfe.  He  denied  that  the  words  quoted  by 
the  honourable  gentleman,  as  having  paired  between  the  coun- 
fel  for  Mr.  Haftings  and  himfelf,  at  the  bar  of  the  Houfe  of 
Lords,  were  corredHy  ftated  ;  and  he  added,  that  it  generally 
happened,  that  when  that  honourable  gentleman  undertook 
to  refer  to  facSts,  he  feldom  was  very  corredt.  Whenever 
the  Managers  had  done  what  the  Counfel  for  Mr.  Haftings 
had  thought  improper,  he  aflced  whether  thofe  learned  gen- 
tlemen had  not  appealed  to  the  Houfe  of  Lords,  and  had  not 
the  Houfe  of  Lords  always  afforded  them  redrefs,  if  they 
were  founded  in  their  appeal  ?  They  WaA  done  fo  in  various 
inftances.  With  regard  to  what  had  paffed  between  one  of 
the  learned  Coqnfel  and  himfelf,  he  had  not  objed^ed  to  the 
fubftance  of  the  learned  Counfel's  argument,  but  to  the  man- 
ner of  it.  The  learned  Counfel's  objedlion  appeared  to  hin^ 
•to  be  fuflBciently  proper,  but  his  mode  was  that,  which,  as  a 
Manager  of  the  profecution,  on  behalf  of  the  Commons  of 
England,  he  had  conceived  that  he  ought  not  to  fubmit  to; 
and  the  Houfe  of  Lords  had  proved  that  he  was  right  in  fo 
thinking,  by  informing  the  Counfe!  that  they  muft  not  fpeak 
of  the  Managers  for  the  Houfe  of  Commons  in  fuch  a  way. 
[Major  Scott  fhookhis  head.]  Mr.  Fox  faid,  the  fadt  was 
as  he  ftated  it,  let  the  honourable  gentleman  ftiake  hi>  head 
as  much  as  he  pleafed.  The  honourable  gentleman,  he  ob- 
fervcd,  had  pledged  himfelf  for  the  truth  of  what  he  had  af- 
f^fteJ ;  let  him  pledge  himfelf  as  much  as  he  pleaf^d ;  he  by 
that  altered  no  one  fa(S  in  the  fmalle/l  degree.  Had  not  the 
honourable  gentleman  pledged  himfelf  to  the  Houfe  again  and 
again,  and  had  not  every  one  of  the  occafions  proved,  in  the 

event. 
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n-fnr,  how  little  hi?  pledge  was  to  be  relied  on?  Did  he  not 
fay,  in  an  early  part  of  the  prefent  bufinefs,  *•  Produce   the 
"  articles  before  tiie   Honfe,  and  I'll  pledge  myfelf  to  prove 
"  cvTY  one  of  them  falfe,  fo  that  the  Houfc  will  necellarily 
**  reied  t  em  altogether  r"  Had  not  the  event  turned  out  the 
ve'^reTcrler  l^ad  not  the  Houfe  voted  them  to  be  articles 
ccnraining  matter  of  criminal  charge,  and  had  not  the  Holife 
prxrerlcd  roan  impeachment?  But,  fuch  was  the  h'^nourable 
IfniK'Tian's  eagernefs  to  pledge  himfelf,  that  he  pledged  him* 
kit  t'.r  what  hw  had  not  the  fmallefl  chance  of  proving.    Had 
he  not  that  day  pledged  himfelf  to   an  univerfal  negative  ? 
Hjd  he  not  taken  upon  himfelf  to  prove  the  raJh  and  extra- 
v^i't  ajTcrtion,  that  no  one  Member   of  that  Houfe  had 
re^d  thirteen  of   the  charges  but  himfelf?   Mr.  Fox  faid,  he 
b^j^,*J  pardon  of  t!ie  Houfe  for  having  fuffered  himfelf  to  be 
br-r.ived  into  fo  much  warmth,  but  it  was  a  wanr.th  excited 
Hy  311  attempt,  which  he  trufted  would  be  ahortive,  to  fix  a 
p^Honal  inlult  on  his  right  honourable  friend,  and  to  caft  an 
imputation  on  his  charadter.     By  the  coarfenefs  of  the  man- 
ner in  which  the  attempt  had  been  made,  he  wa*  perfuaded 
I'latihis,  and  this  only,  was  the  obje<5l.     If  it  had  not  been 
^:nere  pretext,   why  not  take  the  ufual  means   of  obtaining 
rtdrefs,  if  an  injury  were  really  conceived  to  have  been  done 
pyei'herhis  right  honourable  friend,  himfelf,  or  any  other 
iV:anjger?  Did  not  every  :\jemberof  that  Houfe  know,  that 
nor  only  in  the  Houfe  of  l.ords,  but  in  the  moll  inff^rior 
court  m  the  kingdom,  if  there  was  any  thing  wrong  in  tha 
condud  of  a  caul'e,  the  Counfel  for  the  prifoner  might  objPc5^ 
ag^inil  it,  and  the  Court,  if  the   appeal  appeared  founded, 
Would  grant  immediate  relief?     With  regard  to  words  fpo- 
t-n  ellewhere,  was  it  not  acknowledged,  that  no  notice  could 
be  raken  of  words  fpoken  in  a  former  dehate,  nor  even  in  the 
fsme  debate,  hecaufe  no  reliance  can  be  placed  on  the  correc^l- 
n<?ls  of  the  words  complained  of,  unlefs   taken  down  on  the 
moment  of  delivery  ?    Much  lefs  could  notice  be   taken   of 
W'  rds  fpoken  in   another  place,  the   identity  of  which  it  is 
^i^cult  to  afcertain^  and  thedrift  of  which  it  is  impofTible  to 
fix,  becaufe  it  cannot  be  proved  that  the  words  fpoken  were 
correflly  the  words  which  were  complained  of.     So  much  for 
ihc  iubjefl  matter  of  the  complaint.     And  who  is  the  com- 
plainant, and  to  whom  does  he  complain  ?  Not  to  the  Court 
itlrjf,  not  to  the  Houfe  of  Lords,  but  to  that  Houfe,  and 
tlie  complaint,  as  had  been  before  ftated,  came  from  the  cul- 
prit.   That  Houfe  did  not  order  the  profecution  to  pleafe  the 
t^'prit.    Heaven  forbid  that  it  fhould  !  Nor  did  he  carry  oa 
^he  profecution  for  the  fatisfadlion  of  Mr.   Haflings,  but  to 
P^nifh  Mr.  Haftings  for  his  bribery  and  mifdemeanors  in  In- 
^.a,  as  an  example  to  future  Governors  General  of  Bengal. 

3  ^^ 
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In  the  petition,  Mr.  Hafliwgs,  to  carry  the  nbfttrdity  fartherj 
#         not  only  alluded  to  words  fpoken  in  another  place,  but  at  an- 
,    other  lime;  to  words  Ipoken   twelve  months  ago,  to  words 
heard  in  the  Houte  of  i-ords  without  ohjedHon,  ^ords  deli^ 
vered  hefor*?  the  criminal  himi'elf,  without  being  noticed   by 
hisCounfel  at  thetime.     Mr.  Fox  maintained  .that    Major 
tSc^tt  had  by  no  means  correi^ly   ftated  what  had  been    the 
expreffions  of  his  right  honourable  friend;  liis  right  honour- 
able friend  had  not  faid  a  word  to  infmuate  that  ^l^.  Haftings 
was  an  accomplice  in  the  murder  of  Meeran,  eldeft  fon  of 
Utricr  Ally  Cawn.     He  would  not  believe  that  the^ honour- 
able  centleman  had  fo  ordinary  a  mind,  as  to  conceive  what 
he  had  reprefented  to  the  Houfe  to  be  the  cotidu^    of   his 
right  h'Miourable  friend.     "  Heaven  forbid,'*  (aid  Mr.  Fox, 
**  that  I  fhould  be  in  a  fituation    to  he  accufed  ;  but-  were 
**  this  to  prove  the  caie,  itmuft  hecome  my  in^ejcft  to  wifli 
**  for  one  of  the  fame  mind  with  the  right  h.  nonrabl^  g^'^" 
*'  tleman  to  be  my  accufer."     He  added,  that  the  honourable 
gentleman   had  ventured   to  dpclaie  that-  there  vvas  not  one 
word  in  llie  petition  v/liich  he  could  not  prove;  and  defired 
the  Houfe  to  frame  article^  upon  the  charges  to  wliich  the 
petition  alluded.     He  profefied  that  hc^  was  at  a  lofs  to  con- 
c?'ivp  how  the  Houfo  could  lifien  to  fuch  a  propofitipn*  and 
that  he  i bought  it  unbecoming' a  \iembear  of  Parliament, 
to  m;ike  that  floufe  the  inftfumenr  of  h\^    pcrfonal    refent- 
inent  and  rra!icf  agninfl  his  right  hon  urable  friend  ;  for  fuJi, 
in  his  ivlea,  wa^   the  great  ohjecl  of  the  j)refent  attempt  to 
affront  him.     1  he   hor.o'Jtable  gentleman,  Mr.  Fox  added, 
had  faid,   that  h\<  riglit  honpurablrt  friend  had  mifreprefented 
the  allegations  in  cjueftion,   knowing  it  to  be  a  ir.ifrepreren- 
tarion.  -  If  it  were  fo^  and  his  right  honoural^lc  friend  raif- 
reprejented  the  alle^arions  wittingly,  it  undoubtedly  would 
be  the  duty  of  tlie  Houfe  to   pxclude  his  right   honourable 
triend  from  any  fhnre  in  cor  dueling  the   profecution  ;  but 
the  faft  vv/s  notorioufly  otiierwife.     The  honourable  gentle- 
man had  faid,  they  had  ilac  d  themfelvc«i  to  be  inftnufied  tQ 
fpcak  in  the  manner  they  had  done  by  the    Houfe  of  Com* 
mons ;  undoubtedly,  they  had  fo   ftated  themfelves  becnufe 
tiiey  fe!t  them f elves  to  be  fo  inArucfleJ,  but  they  all  knew, 
thatvvhen  ihey  Aated   themfclve.;  to  be    ipflru(^ied  by  the 
Houfe,  tliey  meant  generally,  and  did  not  confine  tnemfelve^ 
to  words  or  exprelfions.     With    regard  to  the  charges  cnni- 
phiincd  of,  he  ihould  ever  Aate  them  as  his  right  honpunble 
friend  had  donr,  both  in   public  and   in  private,  becauie  he 
l>*rlieved  them,  and  Ihould  ftate  'hem  by  fuch  terms  as  they 
r»ppe.ireil  unto  him.     He  defired  the  Houfe  to^confider  thediN 
ficujii's  the  Managers  hid  to  encounter.     They  liad  tQCoq- 
lend  w'lh  a  moil  powerful  criminal;  a  m:^u  who,  for  four- 
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teen  years  poflciled  all  the  patronage  of  India,  and  who  had 
been  enabkd  for  a  long  period  to  confer  fo  many  obligations^ 
Liit  his  connect  tons  at  home  were  almoft  irrefillible.  'I'hey 
iui  likewife  to  conteil  with  all  the  corruption»of  the  £aft» 
2nd  all  the  powers  of  the  Har.  They  had  to  combat  with 
c:h«robftacles  ;  and  what  had  they  to  lupport  them  ?  The 
f:pport  of  their  honour  and  their  confciences ;  and  he  truflcd 
Lin'  would  l)e  fupportcd  by  the  Houfe  of  Commons.  He 
'rmimJed  the  Houle  of  tlieeiFcfl  of  indi^  idual  Members  com- 
ivJo^n  :heie,  from  time  to  time,  to  complain  of  words 
iicTcd  in  another  place  a  year  ago,  and  faid,  if  the  perfon 
iccufed  were  to  be  in  perpetual  litigatioii  with  theni  before 
tut  Houfe,  it  would  he  almo(\  impoiTiMe  to  goon  with  the 
rrjfcotion  at  all.  They  were,  he  buHeved,  the  firft  per  fens 
i-b  heing  known  not  to  poifefs  the  favour  and  fup.:ort  of  the 
H:':feof  Commons  on  political  queilions,  had  ventured  to 
t>lcrtakc  an  imprachmf  nt ;  but  was  that  a  reafou  fordefert- 
^ihenif  He  trufted  it  was  iu)t.  As  long  as  the  Miiiiilers 
tcrihe  time  liad  hecn  the  Managers  of  impeacliments,  it  had 
;:tvx2]ly  happeried  that  the  Houfe  of  Commons  had  f)eeii 
'-acdfor  their  intemperarK:e;  but,  never  was  there  upon 
^^r  journals  fo  clear  a  proof  of  an  impeachment,  managed 
*«Tien,  who  c^uld  have  no  view  but  a  defire  to  do  juftice. 
Iltx  never  was  upon  their  journals  an  iniiance  fo  honour- 
^feio  that  Houfe  and  to  the  country.  He  trufted,  therc- 
^*'e,  that  the  Houfe  of  Commons  would  not  throw  difficul- 
t.tv  iu  their  way>  but  aft  in  an  opei^  manly,  and  direct 
ffi^e.  If  they  imagined  that  they  had  been  betrayed,  and 
c;:^htnotto  be  accufers,  let  them  confefs  their  error,  re- 
('^ct,  and  make  honourable  amendment  to  Mr.  Haftings ; 
>'Jt  do  not  let  them  adt  a  double  cliarafler,  do  not  let  them 
i*thc  fame  time  be  the  accufers  and  the  defenders  !  The  ho- 
:"'Jrable  gentleman  had  faid,  there  had  been  unwarrantable 
»^-l-iy$ :  that  there  had  been  extraordinary  delays  was  true ; 
jjt  then  it  was  to  be  confide  ed,  that  they  haJ,  during  the 
pnrfcnt  feillan  at  lead,  been  ocrafioned  by  a  c  »ufe  fufEciently 
extraordinary  to  account  for  them.  When  the  lu>noarable 
s-5uleman  flates,  that  fiis  right  hon  ^urahle  friend  hadalledgfd 
*^it  he  knew  rfr>t  to  be  true,  he  was  convinced  tr.at  the 
*iici*  drift  of  this  bufinefs  was  to  bring  on  a  p-rfonal  quarrel 
*:thhis  right  honourable  friend;  and  this,  from  a  concei>- 
'■•nthat  lie  cannot  avoid  bearing  a  juft  indignation  agairjll 
'^'Mi;  but  he  l)egged  leave  to  recommend  to  his  right  ho- 
Dourabl?  friend  to  difregard  any  thing  done  wiih  fuch  a  view. 
*  01  his  parr,  he  declared,  that  neither  the  honourable  gen- 
t.eman  or  his  friends  fliould,  by  any  thing  ihort  of  a  perfonal 
i^'icl,  in  the  literal  fenfe  of  the  words,  make  him,  or  any 
« liii  friendjj  he  hoped,  produce  a  perfonal  quarrel  out  of  ii 

public 


j6.  parliamentary  a.  1789 

public  proceeding.     He  fhoold  confider  every  complaint  thai 
came  from  the  honourable  gentltman  or  the  culprit  as  a  per- 
fonal  compliment,  and  when  he  faid  this,  he  declared  he  did 
not  fpeak  of.the  honourable  gentleman  in  refpeft  of  his  cha- 
rafter,  but  becaufe  he  conildered  him  as  the  agent /of  the  ac- 
culed.     With  regard  to  the  motion,  he  was  indifferent  what 
became  of  it,  and  hoped  its  objc£l  was^ defeated :  he  could 
not,  however,  fit  down,  without  conjuring  gentlemen,  for 
the  honour  of  the  Houie,  and  for  the  fake  of  juftice,  to  con- 
fider \he  glaring  imp  opriety  of  making  the  conduct  of  the 
Managers,  in  the  difcharge  of  a  public  trufl,  a  matter  of  per- 
fonal  attack. 
'Mr.  Pitt.      Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  obferved,  that  he  felt  himfelf  happy 
in  declaring,  that   no  man   in  that    Houfe  concurred  with 
the  right  honourable  gentleman  more  cordially  than  he  did 
in  the  fentiments  exprefled  in  tlie  latter  end  of  his  fpeech. 
Nothing  could  he  moie  improper,  than  to  make  the  condu<5l 
of  perfuns  employed  in  the  difcharge  of  an  important  public 
trull,  a  matter  of  perfonal  attack.     The  Manageis  could  not 
poffibly  find  it  a  duty  more  incumbent  on  them  to  look  to 
that  truft   fieadily  and  zealoufly,  than  it  was   the  duty  of 
thofe  who  invefted  them  with  that  important  tnift,  to  give 
them  ev^ry  honourable  fupport.     The  fingle  queftion  before 
the  Houfe  then  was,  whether  the  petition  ihould  be  brought 
lip?  and  therefore  it  would  be  premature  to difcufs,  at  that 
roomen',  what  Ihould  be  done  with  the  petition  afterwards. 
He  could  not,  he  declared,  colledl  from  any  thing  the  right 
honourable  gentleman  had  faid,  that  he  meant  to  objedl  to 
bringing  up  the  petition  ;  he  hoped  he  had  no  fuch  intention, 
becaufe  he  faw  not  on  what  giounds  the  perfon  accufed  Ihould 
be  debarred  from  theexercife  of  that  right  common  to  every 
individual  fubjedl,  the  right  of  preferring  a  petition,  ftaiing 
a  grievance  to  th-a  Houfe  for  its  confideration  and  difpofal. 
He  agreed  entirely  with  the   right  honourable  gemleman's 
obfervations  on  that  part  of  the   petition  which  referred  to 
words  (poken  in  Weftminfter  Hall,  in  the  courfe  of  the  laft 
feilion ;    he  could  not  conjcdlure  why,    if  Mr.   Haftings 
thought  the  utterance  of  thofe  words  an  injury,  he  Ihould 
forbear  to  complain  of  them  for  fo  many  months.    They 
wtre  wouU  which,  if  fit  to  be  ilated  as  a  grievance  and  a 
departure  from  the  infii-uftions  by  the  Houfe  to  their  Ma- 
nagers, ought  to  have  been  complained  of  the  very  next  day 
that  the  Houfe  met  after  they  were  fpoken,  or  not  at  all. 
The  right  honourable  gentleman,  however,  had  reprefented 
it  as  an  undeniable  principle,  that  any  words,  however  injli- 
•  rious  to  the  party  of  whom  they  are  fpolyf  n,  cannot  be  pro- 
perly made  matter  of  complaint  at  all.     He  declared  he  did 
not  think  that  this  was* a  pofitioa  which  any  man  could 
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jnaintaln.     He  was  far  from  being  of  opinion,  that  when       \ 
that  Houfe  had  given  the  Managers  certain  powers  neceflary 
to  enable  them  to  conduft  the  profecution  of  an  impeachment 
withcfieft,  ihey  had,  at   the  fame  time,  given  them  unli- 
mited powers  ro   introduce  what  additional  charges  they 
thought  proper ;  neither  could   he  admit,  if  the   Managers 
exceeded  the  due  bounds  of  their  authority,  that  the  Houfe 
rf Lord>  could  always  redrcfs  the  grievance  and  cure  the  in- 
jury.    There  were  cafes  in  which  an  injury  ti^ight  be  done 
to  a  perfon  upon  trial,  in  fuch  a  way  that  their  fituation 
eight  render  it  impofiihle  for  them  to  redrefs  it.     What  did 
an  injured  man  deAre,  but   fatisfaclion  for  an  injury  done 
hinif  Could  the  Houfe  of  Lords  always  give  it  him  ?    Sup- 
pofe,  in  a  fentence  confifiing  of  a  line  and  a  half,  and  uttered 
\a  a  few  feconds,  words  were  faid  that  chargml  a  man  with 
murder.     Could  the   Houfe  of  Lords  red:efs  it,  after  the 
words  were  ottered  and  the  injury  done?  There  muft,  there* 
fore,  he  cafes  in  which  the  Houfe  of  Commons  might  inquire 
into  the  condufl  of  their  Managers.     Let  not  the  Houle  ef- 
ohli/h  the  only  principle  that  could  leflen  its  credit.     Let  it 
not  flop  its   ears  to  a  complaint,    which  ftated  that  Mr. 
Hafiings  had  been  fpecifically  charged  with  the  murder  of 
Nnnd'comar.     The  Houfe  of  Commons  did  not  mean,  be- 
fiafc  they  accufed  Mr.  Haflings  of  one  thing,  that  he  was  to 
^acoifed  of  another;  they  never  intended,  that  becaufehe 
was  accufed  by  them  of  taking  bribes,  that  he  was  to  be  ac- 
oifed  of  having  committed  murder.     There  was  certainly  a 
broad  diftin£lion  between  the  allegations  of  the  petition  that 
referred  to  what  had  pafled  lafl  feflion,  and  the  allegation  that 
had  reference  to  a  fpecific  charge  of  having  been  guilty  of 
the  murder  of  Nundcomar.     Neither  the  fubje6l  of  the  com- 
plaint was  unjuft,  nor  was  the. time  of  making  it  objeftion- 
ahlc.     Had  any  flrong  words,  in  which  a  charge  had  been 
ma^e,  proved  the  only  ground  of  complaint,  be  granted,  it 
would  have  been  trivial;  but  the  fa£t  was  othcrwife;  the 
charge  was  that  of  a  mofl  attrocious  crime;  it  was  recently 
made,  and  the  very  next  day  that  the  Houfe  met,  Mr.  Has- 
tings petioned ;  he,  therefore,  had  feized  the  earliefl  oppor- 
tonity  of  preferring  his  complaint,  and  the  petition  would 
probably  then  have  been  received,  had  not  the  right  honour- 
able gentleman  been  abfent  through  indifpofition.     He  agreed 
with  the  right  honourable  gentleman,  (Mr.  Fox)  that  the 
Houfe's  refufing  to  prefer  an  impeachment  agalrjft  a  man,  was 
neither  an  acquittal  nor  a  proof  of  his  innocence  of  the  faft 
laid  to  his  charge ;    but,  when  it  was  confidered,  that  this 
murder  of  which  he  had  collaterally   accu'ied  Mr.  Haflings 
a%  an  accomplice,  was  the  fame  as  that  touching  which  the 
Houfe  refufed  to  charge  Sir  Elijah  Impey  as  a  principali  1% 
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was  furely  matter  of  no  (light  pteftiniption,  that  th«  Houfe 
would  not  have  been  willing  to  have  voted  it  as  an  article  or 
impeachment  againft  Mr.  Haflings,  that  he  was  an  abettor  iiv 
that  fa£i,  with  refpeA  to  which  they  did  not  thnik  proper  to 
impeach  Sir  Elijah  Impey,  who  had  been  ftated  to  be  the 
principal*  The  objeft  of  their  accufation  would  never  ceafe 
to  be  the  obje<^  of  their  juftice;  Mr.  Haftings,  or  any  other, 
perfon  ac^uledby  them^  was  entitled  to  protedlion,  and  they, 
would  neirher  do  juftice  to  the  party  accufed,  to  the  Mana- 
gers, nor  the'mfelves,  fhould  they  throw  out  the  petition^t. 
^nd  thus  ftifle  all  inc^uiries  into  the  validity  of  the  com- 
plaint. 

Mr.Btirke  Mr^  Burke  rifing  next,  obferved,  that  to  intreat  the  candid? 
ij»dulgence  of  the  Houfe  was,  at  that  particular  moment^ 
whatever  it  might  prove  upon  other  occaGons,  the  moft  dif- 
tant  from  his  thoughts;  becaufe  candid  indulgence  was  only 

•  to  be  beftowed  where  there  was  error,  which  he  was  confci- 

Qus  he  had  not  committed.     He  defired  not  to  be  excufed  oiii 
account  of  his  good  intentions,  being  perfectly  fatisfied  vvittx 
his  own  condii(5V,,  and  was  at  a  time  of  life  to  look  for  an  ap- 
probation beyond  that  of  tl>e  day— the  approbation  if  a  gene* 
rous  pofterity.     The  fatisfadlion,  however,  of  his  own  mind^ 
was  no  reafon  why  others  fliould  be  fatisfied  with  )iis  con- 
dudt ;  and,  as  he  held  it  to  he  a  duty  which  every  man  owed 
to  a  great  body  to  which  he  belonged,  to  give  a  ilatement  ofT 
his  condufly  he  would  offer  the   Houfe   an  explanation.     It 
never  could  have  been  a  matter  of  lefs  difficulty  to  him  to- 
comply  with  hi^  right  honourable  friend^s  recjueft,  and  ab* 
ftain  from  heat,  than  it  was  at   prefeiU ;  he  felt  not  the 
fmaUeft  inclination  to  depart  from  the  bounds  of  moderatioiv 
and  temper;  the  profecution  had  never  been  carried  on  by- 
any  heat  of  his,  for  enthufiafcn,  though  it  might  be  good  at 
the  beginning  of  a  bufinefs,  vanifhed  like  a  vapour  as  the- 
bufmefs  proceeded,  and  was  £bon  gone.     If  after  the  expla- 
nation he  was  about  to  give  in  the  plaineft  phiafe,.  the  Houfe 
fhould  chufe  to  continue  him  in  histi;aft  as  a  Manager,  he 
would  perfift  in  the  difcharge  of  it,  to  the  beft  of  his  abilities  ^ 
but  if,  on  the  other  hand,  they  thought  it  right  tocenfure 
.  and  remove  him,  he  would  receive  it  as  a  perfonal  favour 
to  himfelf,  fince  it  would  l>e  to  remove  him  from  an  arduous, 
undertaking,  far  above  hi^  natural  ftrength,  which  nothing 
but  their  fupport  could   have  enabled  him   to  fuftain,  and* 
which  had  nearly  exh<^ufted  him,  and  therefore  his  removal^ 
would  reftore  him  to  a  ftate  of  eafe  and  tranquillity.     The>- 
cenfure  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  great  and  awful  as  it 
muft  now  be  deemed,  could  not  have  any  deep  eiFe<St  on  his. 
mind;  if,  therefore,  it  fhculd  be  pafTed  upon  him^  he  muft« 
feelfpr  th^  honovr  of  the  Houfe^  rather  than  for  his  own» 
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They  had  appointed  him  to  go  up  to  the  bar  of  the  Houfe  of  * 
Lords  with  the  articles  of  impeachment;  he  was  fenfiLIe  of 
\\€  honoor,  and  had  ever  fince  afliduoufly  endeavoured  faith- 
fully ro  difcharge  the  duties  of  the  high  trufl  repofed  in  him ; 
l-chad  now  proceeded  to  the  moft  important  charge,  perhaps, 
HI  the  whole  catalogue,  that  of  biiberv  and  corruption  ;  and, 
k)  the  middle  of  his  fpeech  on  that  chdrgp,  when  theprifoner 
tit  himfelf  pinched,  and  that  he  was  in  danger  of  being  im- 
mediately overwhelmed,  with  a  policy  peculiar  to  himfelf, 
k\\xi  reforted  to  his  old  arts ;  arts  praflifed  by  him  with  fo 
mcchfuccefs  in  India,  and  Ihifted  his  chara<Sler.     "  'rhus,** 
(:ii  Mr  Burke,  **  did  1  find  myfelf  called  upon  on  a  fudden 
*^  to  defend  myfelf,  to  take  my  turn  as  a  perfon  accufed, 
^  md,  in  this  age  of  dancing,  to  turn  about,  right  hand  and 
^  left,  crofs   over,  figure  in,  and  change  places.     To-day 
"  in  accufer,  to-morrow  a  perfon  acculed.*'     He  dec^red 
duthc  gave  Mr.  HaftiiTgs  full  credit  for  his  prudence.     He 
awTitttcd  that  it  was  the  beft  ftep  he  could  poflibiy  »ake  in  his 
pr:!ent  circumftances,  at  a  time  when  all  the  powers  of  dark- 
>s  rouft  have  been  invoked^in  vain,  to  defcend  from  the  hu- 
r.  bring  ground  of  the  accufed  into  the  elevaed  ftation  of 
•'•accofer.     He  ferioufly  lamented  the  ridicule  that  muft 
*.on  the  Hoxafe,  if  fuch  an  attempt  fliould  be  countenanced 
cisakinghrm  (bnd  his  trial  one  day  in  the  Commons,  and 
i^tathe  rooirow,  proceed  to  WeftminAer  Hall,  as  a  Mana- 
f''  and  accufer  of  Warren  Haftings  on  his  trial.     He  was 
""<,  he  faid,  young  and  fupple  enough  for  this  dancing  to  the 
r:htand  to  the  left ;  he  could  not  bear  it ;  and  he  intreated 
U^  Houfe  to  unyoke  him.     He  produced  the  Morning  He- 
'U  of  the  laft  year,,  which  contained  the  account  of  the  bill 
Jcpofed  to  have  been  made  out  for  the  publication  of  articles 
*-n  hy  Major  Scott,  and  ridiculed  the  total  and  feveral  of  the 
"^.s;  obferving,  that   the  honourable  gentleman  over  the 
I  ^"fj  who  had  declared  his  author/hip,  had  never  been  able 
]  >  cuke  him  take  notice  of  his  produdlions,  becaufe  that 
*^jld  have  been  to  have  quitted   the  great  game  which  he 
*i5  porfutng)  and  to  have  followed  vermin.     Whether  it  was 
fe  want  of  rafte,  or  want  of  coriofity,  that  he  did  no*  read 
t-' honourable  gentleman's  writings,  he  could  not  tell;  but 
-"efoS  was,  that  he  had  not  looked  into  ihem      He  read  an 
^r'^ad  of  the  account,  which  he  held  in  his  hand,  one  of 
t*^  charges  of  which  was  **  Attacking  Mr.  Burke's  veracity, 
*  55,6d,'  laughing  at  the  idea  of  his  veracity  being  rated  no 
k^her.    The  (hillings  total  being  7s.  6d,  he  ridiculed  Major 
^cou's  publications  as  a  feven  and  lixpenny  matter,  and  (aid 
"^  had  formerly  been  the  cuftom  for  all  good  authors  to  re- 
*e?ve  reward  ror  their  litenrry  labours,  and  he  well  knew  Pro- 
fcffor  Kobertfon   and  Mr.   Hume  had  large  fums  for  their 
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hiftories,  but  Mr.  Haflings's  writers  paid  largely  tohave 
their  writings  publifhed.  It  had  been  his  praflice  to  let  thent 
go  on  and  to  defpife  their  noife,  from  the  chattering  of  a 
Jackoo  to  the  roar  of  a  lion.  Mr.  Burke  then  took  notice 
of  the  defence  of  Mr.  Haflings,  delivered  in  by  that  gentle- 
man, and  afterwarde  declared  to  have  been  written  by  com- 
miffion,  by.  Major  Scott  and  Mr.  Baker,  who  drew  it  up 
s  without  Mr.  Haflings's  knowing  any  thing  of  it.  Mr.  Haf  • 
tings  had  fince  difowned  andforfworrt  it.  Mr.  Burke  com- 
mented on  its  contents,  and  the  difFeient  turns  given  to  the 
tranfadlions  nientioncd  in  it,  fince  in  Wcftminfter  Hall.  He 
next  procee'J*;d  to  the  explanation  which  he  had  promifed. 
He  admitted*  that  he  had  charged  Sir  Elijah  Impey  with  the 
murder  of  Nundcomar  through  the  inAigation  of  Warreri 
HaAings,  and  juilified  it,  as  being  led  to  t',  in  Hating  one 
of  the  a:^.s  of '  ribery  with  the  Munny  Begum,  which  btibe 
paiTed  through  the  hands  of  Nundcomar,  \^ho  was  murdered 
by  the  deliberate  arm  of  the  law.  If  the  Houfe  cenfured  a 
Manager,  they  ought  not  to  hear  him  a  fmgle  word  more,  but 
they  were  bound,  at  the  fame  time,  to  remove  him,  wheit 
they  cenfured  him.  He  compared  the  powers  given  by  the 
Commons  to  tre  Managers  to  proceed  againil  Mr*  Haftings 
with  the  charges  without  a  right  to  ufe  one  extraneous  word> 
to  the  giving  bhylock  the  power  of  taking  a  pound  of  fiefh> 
upon  condition  of  his  not  fpilling  one  drop  of  blood ;  a  lafle 
which  neither  Jew  nor  Chriftian  could  perform.  He  entered 
into  an  account  of  the  pr^'xeedings  before  the  Lords,  to  (hew 
the  neceffity  he  was  under,  in  order  to  make  the  bufinets  in* 
telligible  to  them,  to  narrvite  the  whole  hiftory  of  the  coun- 
try from  the  Mogul  empire,  in  doing  which,  he  faid,  he  had 
to  flaie  the  revolution  which  happened,  the  perfons  concerned 
therein,,  the  mock  trials,  and  collufive  acquittals,  whrch 
could  not  fail  of  reprefenting  the  whole  tiffiie  of  Mr.  Haf- 
tings*s  condudl  to  be  a  tilfue  of  crimes.  He  declnred  that  he 
had  brought  in  the  murder  of  Nundcomar,  for  the  purpofe 
of  repelling  evidence  ngainft  the  charge:  in  narrating  the 
refolutions,  he  could  not  proceed  without  narrating  the 
crimes,  nor  the  crimes  without  the  names  of  the  perfons 
gujlty  of  them,  which  he  did  without  malice.    . 

Mr.  Mr.  PPyndham  faid  that,  in  his  opinion,  the  petition  ought 

Wynd-    not  to  be  received  in  the  firft  inflance,  becaufe  it  was  not 

ham.  grounded  on  fuch  fadls  as  could  authorize  the  Houfe  to  give 
anyredrefs.  For,  what  was  the  nature  of  the  reiition  ?  It 
was  not  a  complaint  from  any  Member  of  that  Houfe,  from 
whom  the  honourable  Managers  derived  their  authority,  but 
a  petiion  from  theculprit  at  the  bar  of  the  Houfe  of  Lords, 
complaining  of  wor<is  being  fpoken  which  were  extraneous  to 
the  queftion   at  iflli^.      Perhnps  it  was  impo(fible  for  any 
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ean  in  the  fitnation  of  his  right  honourable  friend,  in  the 
ccorfeof  a  fpeech  which  embraced  fuch  a  vaft  variety  of 
matter,  to  avoid  introducing  difcuflions,  that  did  not  imme* 
Jiitely  relate  to  the  charge,  but  which  were  collaterally  con- 
DeAed  with  it.  In  proving  a  murder,  for  inflance,  it  might 
f:3ictimes  happen  that  other  crimes  niight  be  perpetrated  by 
Dcpcrfon  accnfed,  which  it  was  neceflary  to  mention,  ^hat 
tbf  chain  of  evidence  which  was  te  lead  to  conviction  might 
lie  complete*  With  refpedk  to  the  cafe  of  Mr.  Haftings,  he 
nsckarly  of  opinion  that  the  tribunal  before  whom  he  was 
inrd  was  the  only  tribunal  competent  to  interpofe;  and  he 
iiiiJ  no  heiitatlon  in  faying  that  it  was  highly  difrefpedtfu I 
to  that  honourable  Court,  to  fuppofe  that  they  could  fuffer 
Tordsto  be  fpoken  which  were  improper,  and  wlich  were 
i&med  a  fubjeCl  of  cognizance  by  the  Houfe  of  Commons, 
svl  a  ground  of  cenfure.  For  thefe  reafons,  he  was  decidedly 
igainft  giving  thefmaileft  countenance  to  the  petition,  which, 
in  hit  ilncere  opinion,  feemed  calculated  not  only  to  hurt  the 
piofecution,  but  was  extremely  dangerous  as  a  precedent. 

Mr.  f0x  exprefled  his  wiihes,  that  if  the  petition  ihouUl  Mr.  Fox* 
feigreed  to  be  brought  up,  gentlemen  would  decide  in  what 
c:nncr  ihcy  meant  to  identify  the  words.     If  the  Managers 

vere  to  be  called  upon  to  explain  the  drift  of  every  fpeech 

*uh  they  might  make,  it  would  not  only  prove  a  new  but 
aryiguing  tafk.  If  the  Managers  had  done  wrong,  let  the 
Koofecmploy  others. 

Colonel  Phifps  laid  down  the  diftinflion  between  defa-  Colonel 
ration  and  accufation.  1  he  former  he  defined  to  be  throw-  Phippt. 
ifi^oQt  charges  of  a  criminal  nature,  with  an  intention  not 
tofopport  them,  but  to  leave  them  on  the  minds  of  the  jury 
sndtiie  public,  in  a  ftate  in  which  the  defendant  could  not 
nply  to  them  i  whereas  accufation  was  a  regular  fpecific 
charge,  to  he  proved  by  evidence,  and  capable  of  defence  on  t 

t^  part  of  the  p»  rfon  accufed.     He  denied  the  doSrine  that  ^ 

it'aman  was  chained  with  a  murder,  he  might  be  accufed 
onhii  trial  of  felonies  of  lefler  enormities.  He  afked,  whe- 
ther in  charging  a  defendant  with  a  mifdemeanor,  any  gentle- 
isan,  with  the  fmalleft  regard  to  juftice,  could  maintain  that 
II  was  fair  to  charge  fuch  a  defendant  with  murder? 

Sir  ^tfiii^^  yohnfiotu  declared  himfclf  one  of  thofe  whoSirJimet 

thought  that   Mr.  Hailings  deferved  puniihment,  and  faid  Johnftoae. 

that  he  was  forry  to  fee  he  had  it  not.     Sir  James  thought        ^ 

the  Houfe  of  Lords  competent  tp  protedt  the  prifoner  from 

>ny  unfair  proceeding  on  the  part  of  his  profecutors,  and  faid, 

though  all  the  Lords  were  not  wife  enough  to  know  when 

the  Managers  w«ent  too  far,  the  Lord  Cliancdlor  was  placed 

therefor  the  purpofe,  and  was  adequate  to   his  fituation. 

Therefore,  although  he  did  not  ufually  vote  with  the  grntie- 
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men  on  the  other  fide,  he  thotfght  the  petition  ought  not  to 
be  entertained. 

General     .  General  J?«r^o^«^  took  noticeofMajorScott'schargeagainft 

Burgoync  Mr.  Bi?rke,  of  his  fyftematic  mifreprelentation,  and  Colonel 
Phipps's  diftinAion  between  defamation  and  accufation.  The 
General  defended  the  accuracy  of  the  Reports  of  the  Com- 
mittee, of  which  he  had  been  Chairman,  when  the  ftory  of 
the  three  Seals  was  invefligated»  And  the  condu£l  of  General 
Caillaud  enquired  into.  He  extolled  Mr.  Burke's  benevo- 
lence and  philanthropy,  and  declared  he  verily  believed  the 
prefent  attempt  arofe  only  from  perfonal  motives  of  infult 
and  affront  intended  to  be  caft  on  his  right  honourable  friend. 
He  reprobated  the  attacks  made  upon  Mr.  Burke  from  holes 
and  corners,  and  from  papers  bought  by  the  inch.  He  faid, 
that  he  who  had  hunted  a  lion  into  the  toils,  was  not  to  be 
diverted  from  his  purpofe  by  the  buzzing  of  gnats* 

Kr  Rich.      Sir  Richard  Sutton  would  not  admit  the  fadls  ftated  in  the 
Sutton.    Report  to  have  been  faSs  proved.     He  approved  of  the  peti- 
tion; the  Houfe  of  Commons  giving  the  authority  to  profe- 
cute,  being  the  propercfl  perfons  to  apply  to  if  their  autho- 
rity was  exceeded* 

Mr.  Fox.  ^^'  ^^^  ^^^^  again,  and  acknowledged  that"  the  Re- 
port of  the  Committee  was  not  to  be  confidered  as  complete 
proof,  but  tlie  Houfe  had  adopted  it  fo  far  as  the  ground  of 
their  proceedings,  that  they  had  ordered  it  to  be  printed.  He 
contended,  that  the  petition,  which  was  thefubje£^  ofdebatey 
wa^  without  precedent  in  the  annals  of  Parliament.  If  it 
was  to  be  received,  it  was  proper  that  the  Houfe  ought  to 
know  what  kind  of  evidence  was  meant  to  be  adduced  to 
prove  and  identify  the  words  of  the  Managers.  It  was  ab- 
furd  to  fay,  that  the  accufer  was  to  be  fatiefied  with  what- 
ever words  the  Managers  themfelves  might  chufe  to  avow* 
Every  part  of  the  petition  was  new,  except  the  fpirit  of  it 
coming  from  Mr.  Haftings,.  whofe  conftant  pra<3ice,  through- 
out his  whole  life,  had  been  to  become  the  accufer  of  his 
accufers.  Nundcomar  had  been  the  accufer  of  Mr.  Haflings 
••— Nundcomar  was  tried  on  the  accufation  of  Mr.  Haflings  for 
a  forgery,  and  executed.  The  Managers,  in  the  prefent  in- 
ftance,  might  probably  have  (hared  the  fame  fate,  had  Sir 
Elijah  Impty  been  their  Chief  Juftice !  If,  faid  Mr.  Fox, 
the  Managers  have  failed  in  ,th«  execution  of  their  duty^  let 
ihem  be  removed,  and  others  appointed  in  their  room  ;  there 
were  mdny  gentlemen  well  qualified  for  the  taflc,  and  who- 
ever undertook  it,  they  would  find  that  he,  and  thofe  with 
whom  he  adted,  would  not  play  the  fame  game  that  had  been 
played  againfl  them.  They  would  find  them  the  zealous" 
fupporters  of  acaufe,  in  which  not  only  the  dignity  of  Par- 
liatncn%  bnt  the  honour  of  the  national  charadler;,  was  at 
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ftike.    But  if,  -after  the  fatigues  of  their  duty  i  a  Weftminder 
Hall,  they  were  only  to  be  obliged  to  defend  in  that  Houfe» 
every  word  ia  their  fpeeches,  which  the  prifoner  at  the  bar» 
or  nis  agents,    might  think  extraneous  or  irrelevant,    he 
thought  it  would  be  better  if  the  Houfe  were  to  appoint  a 
Committee,    confiiling  of  the  honourable   Major  and   hig 
friends,  or  Mr.  HaHings  himfelf,  to  revife  and  corredt  the 
ipaeches  of  the  Managers  before  they  were  fpoken,  left  any 
expreflion  might  be  introduced  which  might  be  hurtful  to  his 
fctlifigs.     He  could  not  but  congratulate  the  honourable  gen- 
tleman who  had  brought  in  the  petition,  on  the  fupport  of  a 
xnealure  which  he  firmly  believed  was  calculated   to  throw 
contempt  znd  ridicule  on  their  proceedings  ;  but   he  trufled 
thartbc  Houfe  would  not  defert  thofe  whom  they  had  dele- 
gaced  for  the  execution  of  a  talk  of  ^uch  an  arduous  and 
complicated  nature.     The  honour  and  charadler  of  the  Com- 
mons were  involved  in  the  condufl  of  their  reprefentatiVes, 
wSo,  from  the  peculiar  fituation  in  which  they  flood,  were 
int^tled  not  only  to  the  protedlion  but  the  indulgence  of  the 
Houfe«     It  was  abfurd  to  fay,  that  in  a  criminal  charge,  no* 
thing  was  to  be  alluded  to,  which  did  not  imtuediately  relate 
to  the  charge.     Suppofe,  for  inftance,  a  man  was   indid^ed 
for  murder,  and  it  aftewards  appeared,  that  to  accomplifh 
tnat  murder,  the  culprit  had  broke  open  the  houfe.     The 
Counfcl  for  the  profecution  mentions  this  facl,  but  is  im- 
meJiately  ftopped  by  the  prifoner,  *^  Yoy  are  not  to  mention 
**  a  fyllable  of  the  houfe  breaking,  becaufe  that  of  itfelfisa 
"  c  ime.'*     Upon  the  whole,  Mr  Fox  hoped  that  the  Houfe 
would  not  he  difpofed  ultimately  to  countenance  a  petition,  , 

\inder  the  circumftances  which  he  had  ftated. 

Mr.  j^ftjlruther  contended,  that  there  was  no  way  of  judg-  Mr.  A*- 
ing  of  the  import  of  theexprefBons  faid  to  be  ufcd  by  his  right  ftruther. 
honourable  frieiKl,  but  by  comparing  it  with  the  context. 
For  that  purpofe,  it  would  he  necefCiryto  have  the  whole  of 
the  right  honourable  gentleman's  fpeech  before  the  Houfe. 
The  next  fiep  to  be  taken,  would  be  to  go  into  a  proof  of 
ii\t  all^ations  contained  in  the  petition,  which  would  lead  to  ' 

a  counter-proof  on  the  part  of  the  Managers.    He  concluded, 
with  giving  a  negative  to  bringing  up  the  petition. 

Mr.  Paitenej  was  clearly  of  opinion,  that   the  Houfe  of      Mr. 
Lords  were  the  proper  tribunal  to  which  Mr.  Haftings  ought  Pohency. 
to  have  applied  tor  re4refs      Every  court,  from   the  highefb. 
to  the  lowefl,  had  a  difcretionary  power  of  checking  improper 
words  or  expieffions  which  might  drop  from  the  Counfel  at 
the  ban     He  confidered  the  petirion  of  Mr.  Haftings  to  the 
Houfe  of  Commons  as  one  whicli  ought  not  to  be  entertained 
at  alJ.     Suppofe,  for  inftancej  faid  he,  that  tlie  King  was  to 
Older  his  iluoracy.  General  to  profecute  any  individual  on 
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certain  fpecified  charges  ;  if  any  expreffions  are  made  ufe  of 
at  the  bar,  which  the  charges  did  not  warrant,  what  was 
the  remedy  ?  Not  furely  a  petition  to  the  King,  under  whoni, 
and  by  whofe  authority,  the  Attornfey  General  adled ;  but 
the  defendant  would  apply  to  the  Court,  before  whom  he 
was  to  be  tried,  for  t»  at  protection  which  ihey  invariably 
afford  to  the  meaneA  fuhjefl  in  the  country.  On  thefe 
grounds,  he  certainly  ihould  objeS  to  receiving  the  petition 
at  all 
Mr.  Mr.  Burton  remarked  that,  in  bis  opinion,  plain  and  (imrle 

Burton.  juAice  required  that  the  petitioner  (hould  be  heard.     He  con* 
fidered  as  entirely  a  parallel  ca(e>  that  of  an  advocate^s  pro* 
ceeding  too  far  againil  a  defendant,  and  the  defendant  apply- 
ing to  his  client,  the  employer  of  the  advocate,  to  reftrain 
him  within  due  limits. 
Maj.Scott      Major  Scott  rofe  next,  and  faid,  Though  I  have  intruded 
myfelf  fo  much  upon  the  Houfe,  yet  I  truft  in  their  indul- 
gence to  allow  me  to  fay  a  few  words,  in  reply  to  the  very 
extraordinary  perfonal  remarks  that  have  been  made  upon 
me;  and  I  do  aflure  you,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  I  will  not   be 
diverted  from  my  purpofe  by  the  wit,  humour,  ridicule,  and 
violence  of  the  right  honourable  gentlemen,  (Mr  Fox  and 
Mr*  Burke)  nor  by  the  pofitive  al&rtions  of  the  honourable 
General  (Burgoyne.)     The  fadts  that  1  have  ftated  are  clear 
and  perfpicuous  ;  they  lie  in  a  very  fmall  compafs,  and  can 
be  comprehended  without  perufing  the  volumes  which   the 
right  honourable  genfleman  mentions.     But*the  Houfe  are 
told,  that  no  attention  is  to  be  paid  to  trie,  becaufe  I  have 
been  in  the  habit  of  abufing  Members  of  this  Houfe  ;  and  a' 
ridiculous  article  is  read  from  a  newfpaper,  ftating  that  the 
honourable  Manager's  veracity  haa  been  written   down  at 
five  and  fixpence  a  paragraph.  1  am  much  obliged  to  the  gen- 
tleman for  giving  me  fo  fair  an  opportunity  of  ftating  this 
matter  fully  to  the  Houfe      I  declare  folemnly,  that  no  bill, 
containing  fuch  items  as  the  Manager  has  read,  or  any  items 
at  all,  ever  was  fent  to  me  from  the  Morning  Herald,  or 
any  other  paper;  but  it   is  true,  that  between  April  1782 
and  December  1783,  I  paid  the  fum  of  money   mentioned  ; 
the  reft  of  the  bill  is  a   mere  fabrication,  to  which  no  man 
living  c^n  give  ferious  credit  for  a  moment.     I  will  nov^ 
explain  to  the  Houfe  how  1  came  to  pay  the  editor  of  the 
Morning  Herald  fuch  a  fum,  or  any  fum  at  all.     Geritlemen 
will  recolieft,  that   from   April    1782   to  December  1783, 
there  was  a  regular  fyftematic  plan  carried  on,  for  depriv- 
ing the  Eaft-India  Company  of  its  rights,  and  for  removing 
Mr.  Haftings  from  the  government  of  Bengal.  •  This  fcheme 
would  have  been  efFefttd  in  December  1783,  if  the  right  ho- 
nourable gentleman  (Mr*  Foic)  had  canted  his  bill.     In  all 
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this  period,  I  was  the  avowed  and  acknowledged  agent  of 
Mr.  Haliings,  adling  in  concert  with  a  great  number  of  the 
moft  respectable  proprietors  of  Eaft-Indra  rtock,  in  dt  fence 
of  tlie  Company,  and  the  Governor  General  of  tlieir  choice. 
Various  puhjications  appeared  in  that  penod,  which  of  cou  le 
were  paid  for,  in  the  Morning  t^lernlil,  and  the  account  of 
the  totals  only  was  fent  tome,  which,  at  this  monient,  are 
in  my  pofTeflion,  being  mere  memorandums  on  fmall  flips  of 
paper;  but  if  a  bill  bad  been  made  out,  with  a  fprcificatioii 
ot  particulars,  one  of  the  moft  material  articles  would  have 
been,  "  Paid  for  the  infertion  of  the  fpeech  of  an  honour- 
"  able  and  learned  gentleman  (Mr.  Anlhuther,")  now  fit- 
ting above  the  right  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Fox,) 
that  lear'  ed  gentleman  liaving  f  oken  moft  eloquently  and 
ably  in  favour  of  Mr.  Haftings,  before  a  very  full  Court 
ot  Proprietor*.  In  point  of  fact,  Mr.  SpeaUi^r,  he  made  a 
better  fpeech  in  his  favour,  than  ever  I  did  in  the  whole 
courfe  of  my  life. 

The  honourable  General  accufes  me^  of  attacking  his  Re- 
ports.    I  have  not  attacked  them  ;  but  what  I  have  faid,  I 
wdl  repeat,  nor  fliall  any  thing  which  that  honourable  Ge- 
neral, or  iny  of  his  friends,  can  fay,  deter  me  from  repeating 
it;  and  it  is  a  matter  of  perfect  indiffttrence  to  me,    whether 
the  honourable  General  approves  of  it  or  not.    *l  affirm,  that 
the  honourable  Manager,  in  fo  far  as   he  implicated   Mr. 
Haftings  in  the  ftory  of  Meeran,  or  the  Three  Seals,  was 
g:jihy  of  cool,  deliberate,  and  intentional  mifreprefentaiion, 
2nd  I  will  prove  it  at  any  time.     Of  General  Caillaud  1  faid 
nntone  word;  I  purpofely  avoided  it,  becaufe  the   fubjeft   is 
not  before  us:    but  fince  the  honourable  (leneral  talks  fa 
much  of  the  fidelity  and  accuracy  of  a  Report,  which  was 
not  attacke<l,  and  avows  himfelfto  be  the  compofer  of  it,  I 
defirc  to  afk  that  honourable  General,  how  it  happens  that 
he  has  omi. ted  to  enter  one  half  of  this  ftory  of  the  three 
feals  in  his  Appendix  ?    I  fuppofe  it  was  from  careleiTnefs  ; 
yet,   as  the  honourable  General  plumes  himfelf  upon   his 
accuracy,  I  defire  to  tell   him;   that  he  has  been  very  in- 
accurate.    No  anfwer  has  been  given  to  my  ftatement  of  the 
bufin^fsof  Deby  Sing;  no  anfwer  can  be  given  to  it :  but   I 
will  take  effeflual  care,  that  I  am  not  diverted  from  the  ftate- 
ment of  it,  in  the  plaineft  and    moft  unequivocal  terms,  by 
menace;,    by  violence,     by   clamour,    by   ridicule,    or  by 
the  introduflion  of  extraneous  matter.     A  Manager  of  the 
Houfe  of  Commons,  fpeaking  in  their  name,  and  profeffing 
to  fpeak  by  their  inftrucS^ions,  comes  forward  in  Weftminfter; 
he  gives  a  very  long  detail  of  cruelties  exercifed  upon  certain 
people  in  Bengal,  which  perfons  of  all   ranks,  defcriptions, 
and  ages  hear  with  a  mixture  of  forrow  and  indignation  ; 

Vol.  X]^VL  •    E  horror 
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horror  fits  apon  every  countenanqe;  feveral  ladies  are  carried 
away  fainting  ;  and  the  Court  breaks  up  in  the  utmoil  con- 
fufion.  The  (lory  circulates  throughout  every  coriier  of 
Europe;  it  is  perpetuated  by  a  print  of  the  High  Court  in 
Weftminfter  t^all,  where  the*  Ma*  ager  is  reprefented  as 
fpeaking ;  ladies  as  faintingy  or  dii|blved  in  tears  ;  and  the 
Managers  with  marks  of  the  deepell  anguith  aiid  diftrefs  iri 
their  faces;  yet  I  will  prove,  that  at  the  very  moment  the 
Manager  told  thefe  tales,  he  knew  that  if  they  had  been  true, 
Mr.  Hjjftings  could  not  haye  been  made  rel'ponfible;  I  will 
prove,  that  after  a  very  ferious  and  foL  mn  inapiry,  in  the 
Government  of  Sir  John  Macpherfon,  the  molt  drtadfu)  of 
the  ftories  turned  out  to  be  totally  fali'e  !  Whether  fuch  ca- 
lumnies, circulated  in  the  name  of  the  Commons  of  C^reat 
Britain/  are  unworthy  riotice,  they  are  to  judge;  I  have 
performed  my  duty,  after  prefenting  the  petition,  by  ftating 
them  ;  nor  ftiall  any  meafures  which  thofe  oppoii  e  to  me  can 
take  induce  me  to  retrajjl  one  word  ;  on  the  contrary,  I  wilt 
t^ke  every  means  in  my  power  to  publifb  every  circumAan^e 
to  the  world. 
Mr-  Fox.  Mr-  Fox  ohferyed  that^  as  the  propereft  anfwef  to  the  ex* 
trembly  cenfurable  abule  >yhich  the  honourabfe  Major  had  fo 
violently  levelled  againff  a  right  honourable  Manager,  (Mn 
Burke)  he  (hquld  appeal  to  the  Speaker,  to  know  whether  he 
"^  meant  fuch  perfonaj  invidtiyes  and  unge  |leman-l»ke  exprcf* 
fions  to  continue  to  pafs  in  thai  Houfe?  }ie  called  for  the 
protedtion  of  the  H'oufe  for  the  Managers  agalnft  the  repealed 
revilings  and  infults  of  the  agent  of  tfc'accufed. '" 
The  The  Speaker  exprefled  ftis  utmoft  readinefs  to  anfwer  every 

Speaker.  queAion  put  to  (li^n,  either  by  the  Houfe,  or  any  individual 
•  Member,  '  He  conceived  jt  to  be  the  order  of  the  Houfe,' 
that  when  any  words  of  a  Mernber  were  deemed  diforderly, 
to  flop  the  Member  when'  he  uttered  them,  and  having  the 
words  taken  down,  to  take  the  fenfe  of  the  Houfe  upon 
them.  He  regretted  much  the  warmth  that  had  difcovered 
itfelf  fo  generally  in  the  debate,  and  if  any  Member  had  ap- 
pealed to  him,  he  would  have  ilated  his  opinion  oh  its  im* 
propi  lety. 

The  queftion  was  then  put,  and  carried  without  a  dU 
vilion. 

And  the  petition  of  Warren  Haftings,  Efq.  late  Gover- 
nor General  of  Bengal,  was  prefented  to  the  f^oufe,  ahd  i^ad  j 
fetting  forth,  **  1  hat  the  petitioner  was  impeached  by  this 
**  Houfe,  before  the  Lords  Spiritual  and  Temporal  in  Par- 
"  1  lament  affemhled,  on  a  charge  of  high  crimes  and  mifde- 
**  meanors,  contained  in  certain  articles  exhibited  according 
"  to  the  juft  and  pro|>er  ufage  of  Parliament,  and  was  re- 
f<  Quired  by  the  Lords  to  give  in  his  aufwer  to  the  fame,  a 
■    *  .  *  "  cona- 
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^  competent  time  being  allowed  him  to  prepare  it,  and  which 
**  anfwer  he  delivered  accordingly;  and  that  the  Managers. 
"  appointed  by  the  Houfe  to  carry  on  the  profecution,  not 
"  confining  themi'elves  to  the  articles  of  cliarge,  which  were 
^  efpecially  exhibited  againft  the  pet'tioner,  and  to  which 
*^  be  was  required  to  deliver  his  anfwer,  and  had  fo  anfwered 
<*  as  aforeCaidy  did,  in  the  laft  year,  introduce  certain  alle- 
"  gations  in  the  courfe  of  their  proceedings,  which  not  only 
^  were  not  contained  in,  nor  bore  any  immediate  relation  to 
**  the  faid  articles  of  charge,  but  were  wholly  extraneous 
^  and  foreign  from  them,  although  they  were  of  fuch  a  na- 
'^  ture  as,  if  true,  would  have  rendered  the  petitioner  infi- 
"  nitely  more  criminal  than  any  thing  contained  in  thofe 
'*  which  had  been  formerly  exhibited  againft  him  ;  and  that 
"  the  allegations  to  which  the  petitioner  more  particularly 
"  alludes,  were  as  follows — that  he  was  concerned  as  an  ac« 
'^  complice  tn  a  plot,  alledged  to  have  been  formed  for  the 
'*  purpol'e  of  aflaflinating  the  Shahzada,  or  Prince  of  Hin- 
"  doftan-*-that  he  vas  concerned  as  an  accomplice  in  pro- 
"  caring  the  death  of  Meeran,  the  fon  of  the  Nabob  Jaftier 
"  Ally  Cawn — and  that  he  was  the  author  and  inftigatorof 
^  various  a&s  of  opprei&on  and  favage  cruelty,  alledged  to 
**  have  been  committed  by  a  man  named  Dcby  Sing,  under 
"  the  appointment  of  the  petitioner ;  and  that  the  trial,  after 
'^  an  adjournment  of  up  war' 's  of  ten  months,  was  re-com- 
**  menced  On  the  2  ifl  inllant,  and  tiie  article,  intitled  ^^  Pre- 
^  fents,"  opened  by  the  right  honourable  Edmund  Burke, 
'*  in  the  name  of  the  Commons  of  Great  Britain,  and  the 
*^  faid  right  honourable  Manager,  in  like  manner  as  in  the 
**  preceding  year,  introducing  many  allegations,  foreign 
^  from  the  exprefs  charge,  did,  in  dire<^  terms,  charge  the 
"  petitioner  with  ihe  horrid  crime  of  murder,  ufing  the  fol- 
'*  lowing  words,  "  He,**  meaning  the  petitioner,  "  murdered 
"  that  man,'*  (alluding  to  NunJcomar)  "  by  the  hands  ef 
"  Sir  Elijah  Impey  :**  That  the  faid  right  honourable  Mana* 
"  pr,  and  the  other  Membets  appointed  by  the  Houfe  with 
'*  him  to  be  joint  Managers  of  the  profecution,  have,  at  va* 
'*  lious  times,  declared,  that  they  fpoke  by  infiru£^ionsfrom 
^  this  Houfe,  whofe  reprefentatives  they  were,  and  that 
'*  they  (hould  alledge  nothing  which  they  were  not  prepared, 
"  and  willing,  to  prove :  That  it  would  not  become  the  pc- 
"  titioner  to  fuppofe  that  fuch  allegations  fo  made  in  tU% 
^  name,  and  by  the  reprefentatives  of  this  Houfe,  were,  not 
'^  made  by  tlie  command  of  the  Houfe,  although  no  charge 
'^  containing  them  has  been  yet  preferred  againft  him ;  th« 
"  petitioner  therefore  declaring  that  the  above  recited  accu- 
t^  fations  are  all  untrue,  a^nd  utterly  unfounded,  moft  hum- 
''  bl J  appeals  to  the  juftice  of  th^  Uoufoi  and  prays  that 

E  a  «  fuch 
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«*  fuch  of  them  as  properly  fnJl  within  the  immediate  cogni- 
.  **  '/.ance  of  the  Houfe,  may  be  brought  forward,  and  profe- 
«  cuted,  in  rpecific  artivles,  and  that,  in  refpedi  of  the  reft 
**  of  them,  fuch  other  mode  of  proi'ecution  may  be  direfied, 
*'  or  means  adopted  by  the  Houfe,  as  may  enable  the  peti- 
"  tioner  to  make  the  refutation  of  thefe  leveral  matters  of 
•'  grievous  crimination  as  public  as  the  charges  themfelves 
'  *'.  have  been,  or  that  the  Houfe  will  afford  him  fuch  other 
"  redrefs  in  the  premifes  as  to  the  Houfe  fliall  feem  meet." 
MpBurkc  Mr.  5//>/&^  rofe,  and  faid,  that  thofe  who  did  not  under- 
ftand  the  learned  languages,  might  not  know  that  vehemence 
and  warmth  were  diltinit  things.  He  declared,  that  if  by 
his  condu6^  as. Manager,  he  had  drawn  honour  and  applaufe 
.  upon  himfelf,  that  Houfe,  by  whofe  inftru6lions,  and  in 
whofe  prefence  he  had  opened  the  charge,  in  which  he  had 
urg^d  the  allegations  firft  complained  of  in  the  petition,  were 
participators  in  the  honour  and  applaufe;  if,  on  the  other 
hand^  he  had  incurred  difgrace,  the  Houfe  wereequally  par- 
ticipators in  it ;  fin  erf  they  had  heard  him  make  the  accufa- 
tion,  without  finding  the  lead  occafion  to  check  or  cenfur<* 
him;  and,  in  fadt,  it  had  never  appeared  to  them  that  lu-  had 
gone  at  all  into  extraneous  or  improper  matter,  till  the 
complaint  had  been  brought  to  them  by  the  agent  of  Mr. 
Haftings,  the  known  libeller  of  that  Houfe,  who  ought  to 
have  been  expelled  long  fince.  (A  call  of  Order  !  Ord.r  !1 
Maj. Scott  Major  Scoti  fiid,  he  would  not  fuffer  the  right  honourable 
genilem;<n  to  call  him  a  libeller;  though  the  agent  of  Mr. 
Haftings,  he  fat  in  that  Houfe  as  independent  a  man  as  the 
right  honourable  gentleman,  and  therefore  he  did  not  wonder 
at  the  Houfe  feeling  as  one.man,  and  calling  to  order,  when 
fo  indecent  an  attack  was  made  uponhis  chara<9er.  He  add* 
ed,  that  no  man  ihould  dare  to  throw  fuch  illiberal  refle6tions 
upon  him. 
Mr.  Mr.  5//;««^obferved,  that  although  the  honourable  gen- 

Sumner-  tieman  was  the  agent  of   Mr.  Haftings,  he  was,  in  every 
ftnfe  of  the  word,  as  refpeclable  a  character  as  the  right  ho- 
nourable Manager. 
MnBurkc      Mr.  Bf/rlk,  producing  the   Morning   Herald,  which  con- 
.   tained  the  lift  of  charges  tuppofed  to  have  been  made  to  Ma- 
jor Scott,  for  the  infertion  of  articles  on   the  fubjedl,  faid, 
that  he  called/  the  honourable  gentleman  a  libeller  of  the 
Houfe  upon  good  grounds,  fince  the  paper  contained  an  ac- 
--  count  of  money  paid  for  the  publication  of  libels,  upon  foms 
•  ofthemoft  refpedlable  Members  in  that  Houfe,  for  doing 
their  duty. 
The  The  Speaker  now  riGng,  declared  that  it  was  extremely 

Speaker,  diforderly  for  anv  gentleman  in.debate  to  call  a  Member  of 
that  Houfe  a  libeller.     Hemuft  beg,  therefore,  that  the  right 

honour* 
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iionoarable  gentleman  would  not  again  give  him  occafion  to 
interrupt  him,  as  he  certainly  fliould  hold  it  his  duty  to  do, 
icvenonce  more  he  thus  violated  the  regularity  and  order 
of  the  Houf<:. 

Mr.  Burke  anfwered,  that  bowing  to  the  authority  of  tlie  Mr.Burk^ 
C3uir,  he  would  therefore  only  repeat,  that  the  Houfe  had 
beard  bim  ftate  the  allegations  now  complained  of  a  year  ago, 
rd  that  heither  that  Houfe,  nor  the  Houfe  of  Lords,  who 
rjrmed  the  high  tribunal,  before  which  he  had  urged  the  aU 
'rgations,  thought  it  necefiary  to  make  the  fmalleil  animad- 
T^iion  on  his  condudt. 

Colonel  Phipps  bogged  to  know  what  thequeflion  was  that  , 
fis  before  the  Houfe  ?    ' 

The  Speaker  dated  it  to  be,  "  That  this  petition  do  lie  on 
^  the  lahlc." 

Mr.  Burke  deflred  to  remind  the  Houfe,  that  he  had,  in  Mr.Burke 
rHf  preceding  debate,  declared,  that  if  they  thought  him  an 
;ni^roper  perfon  to  be  employed  as  a  Manager  of  the  profe- 
cjdon,  and  would  take  the  tafk  from  o(Fhis  flioulders,  they  - 
wyuld  relieve  him  from  a  burden  pf  great  weight.  He  re- 
paired his  foroier  declaration,  that  if,  by  his  condu£l  as  a 
Mnager,  he  had  acquired  credit  and  honour,  by  his  manner 
ct^ning  the  charges  a  year  ago,  that  Houfe  were  partici- 
7&X1  in  that  credit  and  honour,  from  having  not  only 
iaid  him  make  his  opening,  but  never  found  fault  with  his 
snnner  of  niaking  i(;  and  if,  on  thex)ther  hand,  he  had  in- 
erred  difgracc,  they  were,  for  the  fame  reafon,  equally  par- 
ticipators in  tnat  difgrace. 

Mr.  Sumner  obferved,  that  if  he  had  come  down  to  that       Mr. 
Houfe  without   any  opinion  upon  the  fubjefl,  the  right  ho-  Surancr. 
raurable  gentleman  had  furnifhed  him  with  a   ftrong  reafon 
f:>f  fap|)orting  the  motion  to  put  the  petition  on  the  tabic. 
iftlie  fadi  were  as  the  right  honourable  gentleman  had  ftated, 
fat  the  Houfe  were  equally  participators  in  the  honour  and 
-T  thedifgrace  incurred  by  that  right  honourable  gentleman    ' 
IS  a  Manager  of  the  profecution  of  the  impeachment  carried 
cpto  the  Houfe  of  Lords  againft  Mr.  Haftings,  it  was  an  un- 
infwcrablc  argument  for  the  Houfe  watching  over  the  con- 
^ud  of  their  own  Managers,  and  reftraining  them,  fo  as  to 
confine  them  within  fuch  bounds  of  di fere t ion  and  propriety 
«(hould  render  their  incurring  difgrace  impoffible. 

Mr.  Marjham  conceived  that  the  honourable  Member  who  Mr. 
fjwke  laft,  had  animadverted  too  harfhly  upon  the  conduct  Marfliam 
of  his  right  honourable  friiend,  becaufe  his  right  honourable 
friend  had  accompanied  his  declaration,  that  if  he  had  in- 
curred difgrace  by  his  procedure  as  a  Manager,  the  Houfe 
^re  paitteipators  in  that  difgrace,  with  a  reafoh  why  they 
were  participators.     He  had  faid,  that  the  chief  of  the  alle- 
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prit  againft  his  accufers ;  declaring,  that  h^  conceived  all 
v^hich  he  had  mentioned,  to  be  the  natural  confequence  oF 
the  profecution  being  in  the  han4s  of  thofe  who  were  not,  ge- 
nerally fpeaking,  the  favourites  of  the  Houfe.  Therefore, 
it  would  be  better  to  change  the  Managers  at  once,  than  to 
let  them  remain  a£ling  under  difahilities  and  difficulties  thrown 
in  (heir  way  by  the  Houfe  itfelf :  its  charadter  and  its  nonour 
were  interefted  in  the  profecution,  and  it  was  of  much  greater 
confequence  that  the  Houfe  fhould  preferve  its  confillency, 
and  either  give  its  full  confidence  to  the  prefent  Managers, 
or  chufe  others  in  whom  it  would  repofe  confidence,  than 
give  a  handle  to  its  enemies  to  fay  that  it  afled  m  a  prevari- 
cating way,  and  indire6lly  endeavoured  to  caft.  inefficacy 
upon  a  profecution  which  they  themfelves  had  inflitpted. 

Mr.Burke  Mr.  Burke  obfcrved,that  he  intended,  upon  the  immediately 
enfiiing  Thurfday,  to  clofe  the  opening  of  the  charge  which 
he  had  begun,  and  proceed  to  adduce  evidence ;  one  of  the 
flrft  articles  he  (hould  ufe  to  prove  thebriberv  and  peculation 
of  Mr.  Haftings,  would  be  the  evidence  of  Nundcomar.  He 
i^iflied,  therefore,  to  know  whether  the  Houfe  chofe  th^t 
he  ihould  ufe  that  evidence,  or  ^handon  it  altogether ;  be- 
caufe  it  would  neceffarily  imply  a  criminal  chaige  againfl 
Mr.  Haflings.  Mr.  Burke  enlarged  on  the  feyeral  faCVs  re- 
lative to  this  part  of  the  charge,  and  read  extra^^s  from  the 
defence  given' in  at  the  bar  of  the  Houfe  by  Mr.  Haftings^ 
«nd  which  Major  b^cott  had  afterwards  depofed  to  be  written 
by  him  and  another  gentleman.  Mr.  Burke  difcriminatecl 
between  the  general  powers  given  to  the  Managers  by  the 
Hojfe,  and  what  the  French  term  the  moyens  or  means  of 
carrying  thefe  powers  inloeffcdl,  which,  in  all  cafes  where 
general  powers  are  given,  are  left  to  the  difcretion  of  the 
A]an:gers. 
Mr.  Mr  Bouverie  objedted  to  the  petition's  being  laid  oh  the 

Bouvcrif  table.  He  admitted,  that  the  Houfe  had  a  right  to  in  er- 
fere,  an!  control  the  Managers,  who  ailed  under  their  au- 
thority, but  then  he  thought  the  interpofition  fhould  only 
be  made  .n  fuch  a  cafe  as  that  of  the  Managers  having  failed 
to  difcharje  their  duty,  or  abandoned  the  profecution  they 
were  comniffioned  to  carry  on.  The  tribunal  who  trie4 
tbe  culprit  was,  in  his  opinion,  the  culprit's  only  proper 
prpteflor ;  md,  in  cafe  his  apcufers  went  out  of  their  road 
to  accufe  him,  would,  in  juftice,  interpofe  and  check  them. 
Mr.  Bouvetie  feared  the  interference  of  the  Houfe  on  the 
prefent  o  cafion,  would  materially  affeft  the  profecution, 
and  perhaps  prove  its  ruin.  If  the  petition  were  entered 
upon  farther,  he  declared,  he  really  believed  the  lofs  of  the 
caufe  would  I^  the  unfortunate  confequence,  and  therefore 

he 
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he  would  objtft  to  the  petition's  being  fuffered  to  lie  on  the 
table. 

The  queftion  was*  put,  ind  carried,  without  a  divifion. 

Major  Scott  gave  notice  of  tlie  day  on  which  he  wiflied  the  Maj.Scou 
petition  to  betaken  into  coniideration.  '  Heunderftood  that 
Thariyay  or  Fridtiy  ^ere  the  daVs  which  would  be  moff 
agreeable.     He  would,  therefore^  nslme  Thurfday. 

Mr.  Marjham  a(k<ed>  whether  i*  was  right,  on  tlie  very      Mr. 
day  that  the  Managers  were  to  aft  as  accufers  of  Mr.  Hal-  Mar&am. 
tings,  beft>re  theHoufe  df  Lords,  that  they  fliould,  as  fooa 
x<  they  had   finilhed  in  Weftmirtfter  Hall,  return  to  that 
Houfc  and  beaccufed  themfelves? 

The  Speaker  Hud,,  that  no  motion  relative  to  the  petition     The 
could  place  after  the  queAion,  **That  the  petition  lie  on  the  Speaker. 
*  nbie,"  was  carried,     Ir  could  only  therefore  be  a  notice. 

Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  thought  that  Thurfday  might  be  the  Mr.  Pitt, 
^y,  and  to  obviate  the  honourable  gentleman's  obje(Sion,  a 
meflage  might  be  fent  to  the  Lords,  to  defire  them  to  putolF 
the  trial  till  Friday. 

Mr.  5:n'^rremonftTated  againfl:  his  being  fent  to  the  Houfe  Mr.Burkt 
of  Lords,  to  inform  them  that  it  was  neceffary  to  put  off  the 
trial  of  Mr.  Haftings  till  Friday,  in  order  that  he  might 
Mmfelf  be  tried  firft  in  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  at  the  in- 
stance of  Major  Scott  and  Mr.  Haftings.  He  wiflied  no- 
thing to  be  done  that  might  aj^pear  ludicrous  in  its  efFeft,  and 
caft  an  air  of  abftirdity  upon  their  proceedings.  He  flared* 
totlie  Houfe,  that  the  very  fame  mearts  by  which  the  Mana- 
gers meant  to  prove  Mr.  Haftings  guilty  of  the  charge,  would 
be  neceffary  for  their  own  defence  againft  tlie  allegations  of 
the  petition.  The  matter  would'takc  up  much  time;  and  be 
found  to  be  exceedingly  complex.  The  papers  alone  necef- 
fary, in  relation  to  the  charge  refpedVing  r3eby  Sing,  made 
fivcvDltime^L  in  folio,  and  there  wbuld  be  various  documents 
to  be  referred  to.  Mr.  Burke  complained,  that  the  putting 
the  Accufers  on  their  trial,  at  the  inftance  of  the  party  ac- 
cufed,  was,  in  effedt,  turning  the  whole  profecution  into 
contempt  and  ridicule!  For  his  own  part,  he  would  readily 
confenf  tb  any  thing  hut  being  made  ridiculous.  He  ftated 
tbehard'trcattnent' which  the  Managers- had  experienced,  in 
return  fbr  havinc*  given  up  their  time,  their  comfort,  their 
healtfi,  and,  in  /horr,  every  thing  that  was  dear  tb  them, 
Init  tfieiir  honmir  and  their  charaflerS.  Such  treatment  might 
be  fiJort*  to  Major  Scott  and*  Mr.  Hbflings,  but  it  Was  death 
to  Ktm,  :ind  thofe  who  afted  with  him.  ' 

Colonel  Phipps  obfe.rved,.that  if  he  undcrftood  the  right    Colonel 
honourable  gentleman  corredtly^  five  volumes  were  neceffary    Phippi# 
to-be  read'in  defence  of  the  Managers'  conduc),  hefide  other 
document*'.    Tliiswas  a  little  ex'traordUwry  to  conio  frorA 
Vol,  XXVL  F  thp 
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the  ri^ght  honourable  gentleman,  becaufc,  if  he  was  not  mif- 
taken,  the  right  honourable  gentleman,  in  another  part  of  the 
debate,  had  exprefTed  a  wi(h  that  the  petition  might  be  takea 
into  confideration  that  evening. 

It  was  at  length  fettled,  that  the  petition  fhould  be  takea 
into  confideration  on  the  immediately  enfuing  Thurlday. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

V  Thiirfdayy  ^otb  JfrlL 

The  Houfe  having  been  moved,  "  That  the  petition  of 
**  Mr,  Haiiings  might  be  read," 

Mi.  Pitt.  Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  begged  leave  to  remind  the  Houfc,u 
that  at  the  time  when  they  received  the  prefented  |)etition  of' 
Mr.  Haliings,  it  was  more  than  generally  underftood  that 
the  fubjedt  of  complaint  would  have  been  on  that  day  di(^ 
cuffed  :  it  was  not,  however,  convenient  that  fuch  difcuffioQ 
Ihouldthen  take  place,  as  the  regularity  of  the  proceedings, 
of  the  Houfe  required  certain  forms  to  be  obferved,  which 
would  render  it  neceflary  to  poA}>one  the  confideration  of  tl^e 
petition  until  the  day  following.  He  underftood  it  to  be  the 
invariable  rule  of  that  Houfe,  in  all  fimilar  cafes  to  the  pre- 
feat,  that  tliefubjefl  matter  of  debate  fhould  be  entered  upon 
the  journals,  and  that  it  fliould  likewife  appear  thereon  that 
the  right  honourable  Member  (Mr.  Burke)  againft  whom 
the  petition  complained,  was  prefent  in  hi<  place  at  the  period 
of  giving  notice  of  the  day  on  which  the  complaint  was  to 
be  confidered.  He  knew,  in  fa£^,  that  the  right  honourable 
gentleman  (Mr.  Burke)  had  received  as  much  notice  as  he 
defired,  and  therefore  the  motion  which  he  fhould  take  the 
liberty  of  preifing  upon  the  Houfe,  was  calculated  merely  fo^ 
the  maintenance  of  the  regularity  of  their  proceedings.  It 
was,  "  That  a  petition  having  been  prefented  from  Warren 
"  Haftings,  Efq.  agarofl  a  Manager  of  the  profecui ion,  arul 
*^  the  name  of  Edn^und  Burke,  Efq.  being  mentioned  in  the 
*'  faid  petition,  notice  is  given  to  that  gentlen^in,  now  be- 
<*  ing  in  his  place,  that  the  Houfe  wiU,  upon  the  morrowr, 
"  take  the  matter  of  the  faid  petition  into  confideration.'* 

Mr.Burke  ^^'  Burke  now  rifing,  remarked,  that  his  fentiments  p«r- 
fe£lly  coincided  with  thofe  of  the  right  honourable  gentle- 
man, inafmuch  as  they  refpe£led  ihe  propriety  of  his  motion 
for  the  purpofeof  preferving  the  regularity  of  the  proceedings 
of  the  Houfe,  by  entering  on  the  journals  the  fubjeft  of  th^ 
complaint,  and  a  ftatement  that  notice  had  been  given  for-^ 
mally  tothe  perfoij  complained  againfl.  It  was,  however,  a^ 
ceremony  with  which  he  was  willing  to  difpenfe,  having  na 
objeAion  to  the  Houfe  taking  any  part,  or  the  whole  of  hi* 
condu£(,  into  confideration,  in  the  manner  they  thought 
moft  proper,  being  convinced^  on  the  moft  cool  refledioni^ 

that 
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that  he  had  every  reafon  to  confide  in,  and  be  fatisfied  withi  . 
thedecifion  of  the  HouCe,  whatever  it  might  he,  as  hecouM 
iroplicitlj  rely  on  their  honour.  To  their  declfion  be  would 
with  deference  fttbmit ;  he  begged  leave,  however,  to  repeat 
what  he  had  on  a  former  day  lard,  that  if  they  wifhed  to  re- 
move him  from  the  management  of  the  profecution,  he  was 
very  ready  and  willing  to  Vetire.  He  would  wait  for  the  de- 
termination of  the  Houfe,  and  he  declared  that  he  fliould  not 
attend  the  Houie  ujion  the  morrow,  during  tbedifcuffion  of 
thebafinefS)  being  determined  to  fuffer  judgement  to  go  by 
ile&ult.  If  any  judgement  Wai  to  be  given,  he  wi(he  i  the 
Hoole  to  have  as  little  trouble  as  poifible,  and  fhould  there- 
fore, for  the  puipofe  of  aw>iding  any  difficulty  of  proof,  nnd^ 
to  (hew  how  willing  he  was  to  meet  the  charge,  admit  that 
hedidaflert  the  words  Complained  of,  "  That  Mr.  Haftings 
•*  murdered  Ntindcomar  by  the  hands  of  Sir  Elijah  Impey.** 
The  Houfe,  he  hoped,  would  recoiled^  the  peculiar  circum-  ' 

fiances  attending  the  cafe  of  the  unfortunate  Nundc'  mar  ;  he 
waspoflefled  of  certain  knowledge  of  the  bribery  and  corrup- 
tion of  Mr.  Haftings,  and  the  charge  of  prefents  exhibited 
jgainftthat  gentleman  was  necelEiry  to  be  fupported  by  cir- 
tamftantial  evidence,  in  which  ht  could  not  avoid  introducing 
tb  proceedings  againft,  and  the  fate  of,  Nundcomar,  as  prin- 
t^l  and  material  features;  it  was  therefore  natural  to  allude 
tothatfubjeA  in  the  opening  of  the  charge.  It  was  fingu- 
hr,  that,  in  the  moment  when  Mr.  Flaflings  was  on  tlie 
point  of  being  convifled  of  the  fouleft  bribery,  he  fhould 
bring  forward  a  charge  againfthis  accufer  :  he  was  convinced 
that  it  was  done  with  the  view  to  divert  the  attention  of  the 
Houfe  and  the  Public  frond  Mr.  Haftings's  criminality  to  a^ 
complaint  againft  his  accufc.  The  fit^gularity  of  the  pre- 
feni  petition  was  not,  however,  confined  to  the  obfervations 
he  had  alreiidy  made ;  the  Houfe  might  a<fl  inConfiderately  in 
going  into  a  difcuflibn  of  the  petition ;  it  was  a  moft  noto- 
rioas  faft,  that  Mr.  Haftings  had,  at  the  bar  of  that  Houfe, 
gravely  given  in,  fome  time  fi nee,  in  writing,  figncd  by  his 
own  hand,  a  paper,  purporting  to  be  his  defence,  which  was 
3CceptetA  as  his  defence  by  the  Floufe  of  Commons ;  hut 
when  the  Managers  came  to  fubftantiate  the  chargrs,  and 
^Oored  part  of  the  defence  in  fupport  of  the  charges,  Mr. 
Haftings  immediately  procured  tluj  hotiourable  gentleman 
(Major  Scott)  to  fwear  before  the  Lords,  and  to  aflert  in 
that  Houfe,  that  it  was  not  written  l»y  Mr  Hallings;  that 
many* parts  were  written  by  other  gentlemen,  and  that  fome 
pafiages  in  it  had  not  even  been  feen  by  Mr.  Haftings. 

Major  Sr0ff  fpoUe  to  order,  ani  charged   Mr.  Burke  with  Waj. Scott 
having  taken  great  liberties  in  h';s  fpeecli,  which  he  would  not 

F  2  lufi'cr 
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fiffer  to  pafs .unexplained;  andxherdore,  hec&Ikdtrpoalufirt 
for  an.explaDatioQ. 

The.Sp<eAker  put  an  Qiid  to  the  converfatiipu,  by  defiriBjg 
the  .Major  tp  fit  dowi)« 

.Mr.  ,i>ui:ke  again  Toifeu  and  wais  .proceedixig  in  tus  ^^ccb^ 
by  fa-ying,  he  defpiled  :^L  attc^mpts  to  i<aterrxipt  'biiD* 
j^r.  Mr.  f^f/M^r  linanf^ediately  called  him  toiorier,  and  declared 

Sumner,  that  he  did  not  conceive  that  9oy  Meaxh^ir^had  a  ri^t  tdfay 
he  defpifed  the  interruption,  when  diCorderly,  of  any  Mem^- 
ber  of  that  Houfe,  wl>ethcx  a  fr^eiKl  iio  Mr.  Hailings  or 
not. 

The  Speaker  again  interpofed,  and   Mr.  Sumner  fitting 
down, 

Mr.Burkc  Mr*  Surke  faid,  that  the  Houfe  ought  to  reoolkS,  that 
if  obftacles  were  fuflered  to  be  throv%»n  in  the  way  of  the 
Managers  of  the  profecution,  it  would  wJtimately  tend  to 
the  diljgrace  of  the  Houfe;  if-the  Managers  were  crippled  by 
their  powers  being  reflrifted,  the  prolecution  would  be  de- 
feated, and  villany  triumph  over  juftice.  He  concluded,  bjr 
again  repeating,  that  he  truflcd  implicitly  to  the  bonoor  ctf 
the  Houfe,  being  convinced,  in  his  own  mind,  that  tliey 
would  protedl  the  Managers  to  the  utmoft,  and  enable  tlicm^ 
for  the  purpofes  of  ju  ft  ice,  to  proceed  with  vigour. 

Mr.  Pitt^  ^^^'  Chancellor  Piti  felt  himfelf  at  a  lofs  to  imagine  that 
the  right  honourable  gchtlcuKin  ^as  furious  in  hi«  objedlion 
to  the  petition,  and  in  cautioniug  the  Houfe  againft  receiv- 
ing it,  becaufe  it  was  figned  I»y  Warren  Haflings;  for  what-»» 
ever,  on  former  occaCons,  had  been  done  by  tliat  gentleman, 

,  he  could  not  have  forfeited  his  right  of  petioning  the  Houfe* 

Mr.M.A.      ^^^'  -Michael  ^tigdo  Tciykr  conijdered  the  petition  not  as 
Taylor,    merely  againft  his  right  honourable  friend  (Mr.  Kurke,)  but 
as  againft  the  Manng<-rs  of  tlie  impeachment  in  general,  and 
as  a  complaint  agiinft  t];e  wiiole  Houfe  of  Commons. 

Mr. Adam  Mr.  y]clam  declared  .that  it  was  very  extraordinary  in  Mr* 
Hai'tings  to  imply  a  complaint  againft  the  Managers  in  hi& 
petition,  when  by  his  own  condudl  he  appeared  to  have  no- 
thing in  his  view  but  delay.  The  petition,  he  faid,  was,  ia 
his  opinion,  abfoluteiy  deftitiue  of  any  degree;  of  merit  or 
notice  on  the  fubje6}  of  whicli  it  compainwl.  He  noticed 
the  circumftance  of  Mr.  Hanings  having  delivered  in  at  the 
bar  of  that   Houfo  i»   ilrfincc  ia  writing,  which  afterwarde 

'  WTiS  denied  to  be  his  (V  f  ?nce,  on  the  oaih  of  the  honomable 

gentleman  who  prefentcd  tlie  petition  ifl  cjueftion.  Let  gen* 
•  tlemen  remember,  that  Mr.  Ilaftings  had  difavowed  what 
he  h:ii!  delivered  at  the  bar  of  that  Houle;  Jet  them  confider 
that  thry  might  be  trcatpd  in  a  fimilar  manner  by  a  difavowal 
ot  the  ])»vrtnt  :  etition.  The  inc<>nvenience  occa Honed  by 
tlie  preLnt  worthlcis  petition,  Wvntpatticulaily  to  thccuurt.^ 

of 
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of  law,  ^hich  <werc  SEprFved  of  a  Jft y's  iprocseedfng  f  he  xTas 
av€rl€  to  the  potlponing  tbe  cotrfideration  of  the  petition,  on 
account  of -giving  hb  ri^ht  honourabde  frittrtd  (Mr,  fiiirke) 
luficitrnt  notice;  fuch  ootioe  hejconiicierecl  us  htgWy  abfurd, 
sshts  right  honourablefriend  had  declared  ^imit^if  rciMly  to 
meet  the  accufation* 

Mr.  Chanctllor  Pitt  :infTrered,  that  he  did  not  niai;e  fiis  Mr.  Pitt,. 
ffiotioQ  for  the  purpole  of  giving  ibe  right  honourahJe  gen* 
ikman  (Mr.  Burke)  notice  of  the  petition  being  to  he  con- 
kkrvd  upon  tbe  morrow,  hut  merely  for  the  iuke  of  regola- 
riY  in  the  proceedings  of  the  Houie.  He  weH  knew  that 
tbe  nght  honourable  gentleman  had  received  fofHcieut  p4«- 
vicui  intimation  of  the  intended  diiculiion  of  tlic  pwint  in 
<]i!eKion. 

Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt's  rootioo  was  then  put,  and  carried. 

He  next  vaoycdj  **  1  hat  a  melFj^j;^  be  ient  to  the  Lordly 
**  acquainting  tbem  -that  circumi-tancos  hid  happened,  wiucli 
^  rendered  ic  inconvenient  for  theConrmon*  to 'proceed  that 
''  day  lu  the  trial  of  Warren  Haftirgs,  tfquire,  and  that  the 
"  Commons  irequefted  their  Lordliiipsto  adjourn  tbe  farther 
^  coirhderatLon  of  the  trial  to  a  future  day*" 

This  motion  beiiag  agreed  to>  Mr.  Hol>art  was  ordered  te 
ccrryit  to  the  Lords* 

Mr,  Hobart-^went  imtiiediately  to  the  Lor<ls,  am!  presented 
tliemeffage,  ^nd  being  returned,  reported  that  thejr  Lord- 
fiips  bad  agrcged  therewith,  and  poiiponed  the  farther  pro* 
ceedi.igs  on  tbe  jtrial  until  diccnfo-ing  Toefday* 

The  liottfe  adjourned. 

Friday^   \Ji  May. 

Lwi  Pmrbyn  exprefied  his  wiflies,  as  the  order  for  going  Lord 
into  a  ConEimi tree  on  the  Slave  Trade  flood  foi;  Tuel'day,  to  Penrhyit. 
^  iofiHtmed  wbettier  the  honourable  gentleman  who  had  in* 
trodueed  tbe  Aii>je(9,  meant  to  tnake  his  nK)tio«i  oo  Tuefday^ 
or  merely  toilate  it  for  the  cofiiideratipn  of  the  Committee, 
flie  honourable  gentleman,  he  ohferved,  was  not  in  his 
jjlacc,  bat  poffibly  the  right  honourable  genlletnan  could  give 
^«in  the  information  he  required, 

Mr.  Chaoceliiior  Pitt  begged  leave  to  inform  the  noble  ^r.  Pitt. 
Lord,  that  he  had  not  communicattd  on  the  Tubje^  with  the 
honorable  gentleman  who  introduced  i.t,  but  he  believed  it 
Wis  bis  intention  to  make  a  motion  grounder!  on  the  Reports 
o^the  Privy  Council  which  had  hee-n  laid  l)efoie  the  Houfe, 
At  the  fanve  time,  he  thought  Tuefday  was  too  early  a  day 
for  the  Houfe  to  have  thoroughiy  examine<l  thofe  Reports, 
and  therefore  hs  jnoagined  th«  order  woujd  be  moved  to  th« 
Wttaday  following. 

Lord 
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]^f  j  Lord  Maitland  doubted  whether  the  Hoafe  WOnld  conceiye 
Mutlaad  ^^^^  A"  inquiry  of  fuch  magnitpde  and  importance,  which 
concerned  their  commerce,  and  involved  in  it  confiderations 
which  materially  afieded  the  profperity  of  the  country^ 
ihoukl  reft  alone  upon  the  evidence  of  perfons  examined  be- 
fore the  Privy  Council,  and  that  it  was  not  incumbent  upon 
them  to  examine  witnefles  themfelvet.  He  had  thought  it 
neceflhry  to  throw  out  thus  much,  in  order  that  gentlemen 
might  turn  it  in  their  minds,  as  hewas  himfeif  by  nomeantf 
of  opinion  that. a  Report  of  the  Privy  Council  having  beea 
laid  upon  tlie  table  byMinifters  could,  of  itfelf,  fufficiently 
guide  the  Houfe  through  a  difculfion  of  equal  intricacy  and 
importance. 
Mr.  Fict.  Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  flattered  himfelf  that  it  was  hot  paf- 
iible  for  him,  upon  the  prefent  occafion,  to  lie  open  to  the 
onmerited  fufpicion,  that  it  could  be  his  wi(h  to  deprive  the 
Houfe  of  the  power  of  exercifing  the  freedom  of  inquiry,  or 
to  preclude  any  gentleman  from  calling  for  whatever  evidence 
^  they  might  think  proper;  but  fuiely  Government  were  not 

to  be  blamed  for  having  applied  themfelves  to  the  fubje6t, 
and  fubmitted  the  refult  of  their  inquiries  to  the  Houfe.  He 
believed,  that  this  would  hardly  be  felt  to  have  been  an  in* 
fult  to  the  Houfe,  or  an  improper  condufk  on  the  part  of 
Government.  If  there  were  any  perfons  who  thought  thefe 
materials  fuflScient  to  ground  any  motion  they  wKhed  to 
bring  forward  upon  them,  they  would  do  fo ;  on  the  other 
liand,  if  there  were  any  perfons  who  thought  other  materials 
neceflary,  they  would  call  for  them.  If  the  noble  Lord,  for 
inftance,  meant  to  call  for  other  materials,  he  would  revolve 
in  his  mind  the  nature  of  thofe  materials  which  he  wiftied  to 
have  called  for ;  and  if  he  thought  them  abfolutely  neceflary, 
aik  for  them  in  time^  But  it  was  not  merely  the  Report  of 
the  evidence  adduced  before  the  Privy  Council  that  the 
Houfe  were  in  poflef&on  of;  they  were  in  pofleifion  of  other 
accounts,  which  they  had  been  furrtiihed  with  laft  year» 
when  the  bill  that  paued  upon  the  fubjeA  was  under  confix 
deration.  He  hoped  that  thofe  gentlemen  who  objefied  to 
the  proceedings,  upon  fuch  evidence  as  was  before  the  Hou(e» 
would,  when  the  Committee  fhould  fit,  come  prepared  with 
their  own  evidence. 
Lord  Lord  if//? //A?ffi/ lamented  that  the  right  honourable  gentle- 
iMaitUnd.  man  (hould  have  fo  ftrangely  mifcohCeived  his  meaning.  He 
had  never  faid,  that  laying  the  Report  of  the  PriVy  Council 
upon  the  table  was  an  infult  to  the  Houfe,  nor  any  thing 
like  it ;  and,  for  one,  he  did  not  mean  to  call  for  any  evi- 
dence ;  it  was  for  thofe  who  brought  forward  the  fubje£it,  to 
bring  fuch  evidence  as  Oiould  be  necefTary  for  the  full  infof* 
mation  of  the  Houfe.     All  he  wiflicd   was,  to  guard  the 

Houfe 
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Hoaie  a^inft  farrendering  their  privileges,  by  relying  on  tho 
namioattoa  of  others,  iufteAd  of  exaniiaing  witiiefles  them* 
felva. 

Mr.  Qajtwfwt  fignified  his  intentions  to  move,  '<  That  the  liir. 
*<  order  for  Tueiday  be  difcharged,  and  ftand  over  till  the  GafcoyBi* 
^  Tuefday  followip.g;^'  a  motion  which  he  imagined,  from 
what  the  right  honourable  gentleman  had  faid,  be  had  by 
oere  accident  omitted.  Mr.  Galcoyne  added,  that  he  con- 
ctived  chat  from  the  right  honourable  gentleman's  fpetch, 
ihfre  wool  J  he  found  foroe  ufeful  information  in  the  Report 
01  the  Privy  Council*  Ht  concluded  with  moviiig,  ^'  Hiat 
^  tlie  order  be  difcharged." 

Theaueflion  was  put,  and  carried. 

Sir  ntlliam  J^sltcn  having  obferved  that  he  had  no  objec-  Sir  Wm. 
teQtodilcharging  the  order  for  Tuefday,  afked  if  it  would   I>oibcB. 
Dot  be  more  refped^ful  to  the  honourable  gentleman  who 
BOfcd  the  order,  if  it  were  done  in  his  prefetnce  ? 

Mr  Ga^9yni  anfwered,  that  he  was  far  from  meaning  to  Mr. 
o^r  the  leaft  difrefpedt  to  the  honourable  eentleman  in  auef*  Gafcoync* 
tx)n,  nor  did  he  think  himfelf  guilty  of  ill  manners  to  hin), 
t<]  moving  that  the  order  be  difcharged*  It  was  agreed  tha( 
i(!!iould  be  difcharged;  and  furely,  it  was  better  to  difcharge 
-^n,  than  to  let  gentlemen  come  down  on  Tuefday,  in 
u^ation  that^he  flave  trade  was  to  come  under  confide* 
^30  on  that  day,  who  would  not  attend,  were  they  -ap^ 
^iied  in  time  that  it  was  poAponed  to  a  future  day ;  and 
'^'t^forc  he  moved,  "  That  the  order  ftand  for  the  enfuing 
"Torfdayfe'nnight.'' 

Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  remarked,  that  the  honourable  Baro-  Mr.  Pitii 
>i^  had  certainly  fallen  into  an  error,  if  he  imagined  that 
t'le  honourable  gentleman  who  was  abfent  had  moved  the 
^<k  for  the  enfuing  Tuefday,  fince  he  had  himfelf  moved 
'  m  the  ab fence  of  the  honourable  gentleman,  who  was  de- 
-^.tdfrom  town^  and  who,  he  was  fure,  could  not  have 
iTohjedion  to  giving  gentlemen  time  to  prepare  themfelves 
'^  in  impartial  di(cui£on  of  the  fubjedi. 

y»  frJIlum  JDoIhn  anfwered,  that  the  feflion  was  (b  far  SirWo^ 
jivjnc^d^  that   he  was  not  without   his  apprehenfions,  that    DolbtA* 
||^the  confideration  of  the  bufinefs  were  protra£led  much 
^gcr,  it  would  l)e  impoflible  to  go  through  with  thedifcuf* 
fcn  previouily  to  the  clofe  of  the  feflion. 

All  order  was  made  for  going  into  the  Committee  uppn  tie 

rfumg  Tuefday  fe'nnight. 
1  he  order  of  the  day  having  been  read,  for  taking  into  ^onr 
fcraiion  the  petition  of  Warren  Haftings,  Efquire, 
It  wrasmovdd^  <<  That  the  petition  be  now  readj'*  and  tbo^ 
PK  being  accoyrdingly  re^ 

Mr. 


Mr.  F.       Mr.  F.  Montagu  Ikeggt-d- leave  fo  mfbrm  thejfoufe  riiar 

I(»iuau^u.  fte  Iwd  JQ-fl:  irceived'a  letref  frbm  the  right  honouraUte  NCana- 

'get,  wiiofe  name  was  mentioned  in  the  petition.    -  He  ad4ed' 

rliat  any*  prefatory  remarks  from  him  were  needlefs,  a'S  the^ 

letter  which  he  hoped  for  the  permiffion  of  the  Houfe  ro  read* 

would  fpeak  much  more  forcibly  than^any  language  or  ex- 

.  preflBfons  to  which  he  could'  poffibly  recur, 

Mr.  Montagu  then  read  a  letter  ftom  Mr,  Burke,    a» 
feHows: 

0 

*^  My  Dear  Sir,;  > 

"  WITH  the  confent,  as  you  ftndv^,  and  the  approba- 
*^  tipn  of  the  Committee,  I  am  refill v^tl  to  perfevere  in  the 
^^  refolution  I  had  formed'  and  had  decltired  to  the  Hbufe^ 
'  **  that  nothing  (houi'd  perftiade  me,  upon  any  occafion,  Ibaft 
**  of  all'  upon  th*  preftnt  occafion,  to  enter  into  a  laboured'^ 
*'  litigious,  artificial,  defence  of  my  condufl.  Such  a  mode 
•<  of  defence  heioTjgs*  to  another  fort  of  conduS,  and  to 
***•  ciufes  of  a  diflferenr  defcription. 

••  As  a  ftirhful  and^ingenuous  fervant,  T  owe  to  the  Houfe 
••  a  plain*  and  (fmplfc  explanation  of  any  part  of  my  beha- 
^  viouT  which  fliall  be  called'  in  (juefVion  before  them,  T 
•*  have  given  this  explanation,  and  in  doing  fo  I  have  done 
^^  every  thing  which  my  own  honour  ancKmyduty  to  the 
**/  Houfe  could  pofTibly  require  at  my  hands.  The  reft  be- 
•♦  longs  to  the  Houfe.  They,  ]  have  no  doubt,  will  aft  in  a 
♦<  manner  fir  for  a  wife  body,  attentive  to  its  reputation.  T 
"  muft  be  fuppofed  to  know  fqmething  of  the  dbtv  of  a  pro- 
*'  fecutor  for  the  public ;  otherwife  neither  ought  the  HoUfe, 
"  to  have  conferred  thatrruft' upon  me,  rtor  oughtl  to  have 
♦*  accepted  it.  I  have  nofbeen  difappioved'by  the  firft"  abili- 
«♦  ties  in  the  kingdom,  appointed' by  the  fame  authority,  not 
•*  only  fcr  my  afliftance,  but  for  my  direftion  and  control. 
**•  You,  who  have  honoured  me  with  a  partial  friendlhip, 
•**  continued  without  interruption  for  twenty-four  years, 
*'  would  not  have  failed  in  giving  me  that  firft  and  moft  tie* 
**  cifive  proof  of  fnendfliip,.  to  enlighten  my  Tgnorance  and 
**  to  reflify  my  miftakes.  You  have  not  done  either ;  and  I 
**-  mijft  aft  on  the  mfcrence.  It  is  no  compliment  to  mention 
^'  what  is  known  to  the  world,  how  well  qualified' you  ar^ 
"  for  tliat  office,  from  your  deep  parliamentary  knowledge 
•«  and  your  pcrfeft  acquaintance  with  all  the  eminent  e^amJ 
**  pies  of  the  ancient  and  modern  world. 

**-  The  Houfe  having,  upon  an  opinion  of  my  diligencd 
<*  and  fidelity,  (for  they  could  have  no  other  motive)  put  d 
**  great  truft  into  my  hands,  ought  to  give  me  an  entire  ere* 
**  dit  for  the  veracity  of  every  faft  I  affirm  or  dfeny.  But  il 
"  they  fail  with  regard  to  me,  it  is  at  leaft  in  my  power  tci 
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*'  be  troe  to  myfelf.     I  will  not  commit  myfelf  in  an  tmbe* 

•*  coming  contention  with  the  ?gents  of  a  criminal,  whom  it 

"  is  my  duty  to  bring  to  juftice.     I  am  a  Member  of  a  Com- 

"  mittec  of  Secrefyj  and  1  will  not  violate  my  truft  by  turn- 

**  ing  myfelf  into  a  defendant,  and  bringing  forward,  in  my 

"  own  exculpation,  the  evidence  which  I  have  prei>ared  tor 

**  his  convi6lion.    I  will  not  let  him  know  who  the  witntlfei 

**  for  the  profecution   are,  nor  what  they  have  to  depoit 

"  againft  him.      Though  I  have  no  fort  of  doubt  of  the  con- 

"  funcy  and  integrity  of  thofe  witnelTe*,  yet  becaufe  they 

"  are  men,   and  men  to  whom,  from  my   fituation,  I   ov;e 

**  proteilion,  I  ought  net  to  expofe  them  either  to  temptation 

"  crto  dangei.     1  will  not  hold  them  out  to  be  importuned, 

**  or  menaced,  or  difcredited,  or  run  down,  or  polfibly  to  be 

"  ruined  in  their  fortunes  by  the  power  and  influence  of  this 

**  delinquent;  except  where  the  national  fervice  fuperfedes 

**  all  other  confid^rations.  If  I  muft  fufter,  I  will  f  uiFer  alone. 

"  No  man  i\iM  fall  a  facrifice  to  a  feeble  fenfibility  on  my 

"  part,  that  at  this  time  of  day  might  make  me  impatient  of 

"  thofe  lihels,  which  by  defpihng  through  fo  many  years,   I 

**  have  at  length  obtained  the  honour  of  being  joined  in  com- 

••  mifiion  with  this  Committee,  and  of  becoming  an  humble 

inftrament  in  the  hands  of  public  juftice. 

The  only  favour  I  have  to  fupplicate  from  the  Houfe  is, 

**  that  their  goodnefs  would  fpare  to  the  weaktft  of  their 

Members  an  unneceflary  labour;  by  letting  me  know  as 

fpeedily  as   pofiible,  whether  they  w;(h  to  difcharge  me 

from  my  prefent  ofKce;  if  they  do  not,  [  folemiily  promife 

them,  that,  with  Ciod's  afliftance,  1  will,  as  a  Member  of 

"  their  Committee,  purfue  their  bufinefs  to  the  end  :  that  no 

momentary  disfavour  fliall  flacken  my  diligence  in  the 

great  caufe  they  have  undertaken;  that  I  will  lay  open, 

"  with  the  force  of  irrefiftible  proof,  this  dark  fcene  of  bri- 

"  bery,  peculation,  and  grofs  pecuniary  corruption,  which  I 

"  have  •begun  to  unfold,  and  in  the  midft  of  which  my 

"  courfe  has  been  arrefted. 

•*  This  poor  Indian  ftratagem,  of  turning  the  accufer  into 
"  a  defendant,  has  been  too  often  and  too  uniformly  pra61ifeJ 
•*  by  Dehy  Sing,  Mr.  Haftings,  and  Gunga  Govmd  Sing, 
•*  and  other  Banyi^ns,  black  and  white,  to  have  any  longer 
"  the  flighteft  tueGt  upon  me,  whom  long  fervice  in  Indian 
"  Committees  hag  m?ide  well  acquainted  with  the  politics  of 
"  Calcutta.  If  the  Houfe  will  fufFer  mc  to  go  on,  the  mo- 
**  mcnt  is  at  hand  when  my  defence,  and,  included  in  it,  the 
**  defence  of  the  Houfe,  will  be  made  in  the  only  way  in 
•*  which  my  truft  permits  me  to  make  it,  by  proving  juridi- 
^  cally  on  this  accufmg  criminal  the  fa£ls  and  the  guilt  which 
•'  we  have  charged  upon  him.  As  to  the  relevancy  'of  the 
Vol.  XXVI.       .  G  «  fadts. 
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•*  fa£ls,  the  Committee  of  Impeachment  muft  be  the  fole 

,  «  judge,  until  they  are  handed  over  to  the  Court  competent 

"  to  give  a  final  decifion  on  their  value.     In  that  Court  the 

**  Agent  of  Mr.  Haftings  will  foon  enough  be  called  upon  to 

**  give  his  own  ttftimony  with  regard  to  the  condu6l  of  his 

,   **  principal :  the  agent  Ihall  not  efcape  from  the  neceflity  of 

*  «  delivering  it ;  nor  will  the  principal  efcape  from  the  teftL- 

**  mony  of  his  agent.  ^ 

**  I  hope  I  have  in  no  moment  of  this  purfuit,  (now  by  me 
•*  continued,  in  one  fhape  or  other,  for  near  eight  years) 
<*  fhewn  the  fmalleft  fymptom  of  collufion  or  prevarication. 
**  The  laft  point  in  which  I  could  wifh  to  fliew  it  is  in  this 
"  charge,  concerning  pecuniary  corruption. — A  corruption 
^*  fo  great  and  fo  fpreading,  that  the  mod  unfpo.tted  charac- 
**  ters  \%ill  be  juftified  in  taking  meafures  for  guarding  them- 
*^  felves  againA  fufpicion.  Neither  hope,  nor  fear,  nor  an« 
"  ger,  nor  weaknefs,  fliall  move  me  from  this  trufl. — No- 
*'  thing  but  an  aft  of  the  Houfe,  formally  taking  away  my 
**  coramiflion,  or  totally  cutting  off  the  means  of  performing 
*<  it.  I  trull  we  are  all  of  us  animated  by  the  fame  fcnti- 
**  ment. 

"  1  his  perfevcrance  in  us  may  be  called  obftinacy  infpired 
^*  bymr.Ilce.  Not  one  of  us,  however,  has  a  caufe  of  malice. 
"  What  knowledge  have  we  of  Sir  Elijah  Impey,  with  whom, 
*'  you  know,  we  began  ;  or  of  Mr.  Haflingc,  whom  we  af- 
"  terwards  found  in  our  way  ?  Party  views  cannot  be  our 
"  motive. — Is  it  not  notorious,  that  if  we  thought  it  con- 
**  fiflent  with  our  duty,  we  might  havej  at  leaft,  an  equal 
<*  fhare  of  the  In^an  intereft,  which  now  is  almoft  to  a  man 
"  axainft  us. 

•*  I  am  fuie  I  reverence  the  Houfe  as  a  McmberofParlia- 
<*  ment  and  an  Englilhman  ought  to  do ;  and  fliall  fubmit  to 
**  its  decifion  with  due  humility.  I  have  given  this  apology 
,  "  for  abar.(!or/ing  a  formal  defence,  in  writing  to  you, 
**  though  it-contains  in  tncA  not  much  more  than  T  have  de- 
*'  livered  in  my  pl^ce,  Ihit  this  mode  is  lefs  liable  to  mif- 
*'  reprcfentatien,  and  a  trifle  more  permanent.  It  will  re- 
**  main  witli  you  either  for  my  future  acquittal  or  condem- 
**  nation,  as  I  fliall  behave.     1  am, 

^'  With  fnicere  affe(^ion  and  refpeft, 
"  My  dear  Sir, 
'*  Your  faithful  friend,  and  humble  frrvant, 

"EDMUND    BURKE.^ 

Centird  Strett^ 
May  I,   17S9. 

When  Mr.  Montacrue  had  diftin6^1  -  r^ad  the  Jotter,  he 
faid,  that  he  liad  been  hoiioured  with  Mr.  Burke^s  fricndfliip 

thefe 
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thefe  twcnty-foor  years,  that  he  woxild  not  mention  the  bril- 
liaocy  of  his  iiD3gination>  the  ftrength  and  depth  of  his  un- 
('erilsndingy  or  the  energy  of  his  eloquence,  which  was  con^ 
fe&d  by  all,  in  ifaort  it  might  be  faid  chat  he  poiTeiTed 

Omttinm  dlvlnarum  humanarumque  rerum  fclentis. 

H^  would  only  finifh  by  declaring,  that  what  he  moA  admi- 
red in  his  honourable  friend  were  the  qualities  of  his  heart, 
his  confommate  integrity,  and  his  unbou!ided  benevolence. 

Major  Scott  J   fp  raking  next,  faid,  I  rife.  Sir,  to  ftate  the  Mai.  Stole 
nature  of  the  proofs  that  I  mean  to  adduce  in  fupport  of  the 
petition  whicb  I  hare  had  the  honour,  on  a  former  day,  to 
prefent  to  this  Houfe;  but  before  I  proceed,  I  muft  beg  the 
indulgence  of  the  Houfe  to  take  fome  notice  of  the  letter 
which  the  right  honourable  gentleman  has  juft  read.     Sorry, 
indeed,  I  am,  that  the  right  honourable  Manager  has  chofcii 
tobeabfent  ontWs  day,  but  thft  Houfe  will  not  fufpedl  me 
of  a  wifli  to  fay  any  thing  in  his  abfence  which  I  am  not  ready 
to  fay  before  him.     My  refpedb  for  the  Houfe  will  always 
lead  me  to  evprefs  myfeif  with  as  much  decency  as  I  poffibly 
can;  but  having  prefented  this  petition,  I  feel  myfeif  bound 
to  make  out  the  veracity  of  the  allegations  contained  in  it,  and 
Ism  confident  that  1  can  make  them  out,  and  go   the  full 
bgth  of  my  declaration  on  a  former  day.     The  honourable 
Manager,  in  the  letter  juft  read,  talks  of  material  information 
which  he  means  to  colle6l  from  evidence  he  is  to  draw  from 
me  in  fvture.    I  defire  to  inform  the  Houfe,  that  I  have  been 
twice  eicamined  already ;  that  I  gave  a  clear  and  decifxve  an- 
fwer  to  every  queftion  put  to  me^  and  I  do  alTure  them,  that 
whenever  I  may  be  called  upon  hereafter,  or  whatever  the 
fubjedk  may  be,  the  Managers  will  find  from  me  the  fame 
clear,  unequivocal  evidence.     There  is  no  one  circumftance 
relative  to  'Mr.  Haftings,  or  to  myfeif,  that  I  have  the 
flighteft  wifli  to  conceal.    Gentlemen  oppofite  to  me  may 
fay,  and  it  may  Be  very  true,  tHat  I  have  adked  very  un wife- 
ly, and  very  abfurdly  on  various  occafions,  but  they  will 
not  accofe  me  of  having  a£leddifhonourably;  therefore,  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  receive,  with  perfed^  indifference,  all  the  infinua- 
tions  in  the  letter  which  has  joft  been  read.    Sir,  the  petition 
complains,  in  tire  firft  place,  of  the  conduft   of  the  right 
honourable  Manager  in  the  ftory  of  the  three  feals,  and  the 
way  he  brought  it  home  to  Mr.  Haftings  was  this:  that,  af- 
ter the  departure  of  Lord  Clive,  another  fet  of  men  fucceeded 
him,  who  determined  upon  an  another  revolution.    That  to 
this  plan  Mr.  Haftings,  then  Refident  at  the  court  of  Meef 
Jaffiw,  was  a  party  ;  that  to  accomplifti  it,  it  was  neceflary 
to  difpatch  the  Shazada,  and  the  eldeft  fon  of  the  Nabob, 
Mcer  Jaffier,     Houfes  were  faid  to  be  ftrong  that  had  fons 

G  2  grown 
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grown  up  to  defend  them,  and  he  defcribed  the  Manager 
«*  Coflim  Ally  Cawn,  the  ferocious  tyrant,  whom  Mr. 
«  Haftings  had  fet  up.'' 

1  hefe  events  happened,  Mr.  Speaker,  twenty-eight  years 
ago.  They  were  the  fubje6l  of  Parliamentary  invelligation 
in  1772  and  1773,  and  when  the  reports  of  the  honourable 
General  (Burgoyne)  were  placed  upon  the  table  of  this 
Houfe,  and  frefti  in  the  mind  of  every  man,  much  difference 
of  opinion  fublifted  as  to  the  merits  of  different  gentlemen, 
but  the  noble  Lord,  whom  I  now  fee  in  his  place,  then  the 
Minifter  of  this  country,  when  he  formed  an  arrangement 
for  the  government  of  India,  adlually  grounded  upon  thefe 
report?,  pronounced  a  very  fineeulogium  upon  Mr.  Haftings, 
and  the  Legiflature  conferred  upon  him  the  office  of  Gover- 
nor-General of  Bengal. 

This  being  the  adlual  ftate  of  the  fadk,  and  fuch  the  fa- 
vourable impreffion  which  was  entertained  of  him,  after  fo 
ftri6t  an  inveftigation,  I  put  it  to  the  Houfe  whether  it  was 
fair  or  juft  to  implicate  him  in  tranfaftions  in  which,  whether 
they  were  wife  or  unwife,  he  had  no  fort  of  concern.  It  was 
'  doing  him  a  real  injury,  and  he  has  a  right  to  complain  of  it* 

The  next  complaint  is   for  the  mifreprefentation  in  the 
affair  of  Deby  Sing ;  a  mifreprefentation  that  never  will,  nor 
never  can  be  forgotten.     The  confuCon  and  diftrefs  which  it 
occafioned  at  the  time;  the  noife  it  made,  not  only  in  every 
part  of  Great  Britain,  but  in  every  corner  of  Europe,  is  well 
known.     Yet   the  Manager  knew  at  the  time,  that  Mr., 
Haftings  could  not,  under  any  poff;ble  conftrudlion,  be  im- 
plicated in  the  crimes  of  Deby  Sing,  if  they  were  true  to  th« 
extent  that  he  fti^ted  them.     But  there  is  another,  and  a  very 
ferious  confi deration  for  this  Houfe — The  Manager  profefled 
to  feel  (he  dignity  of  the  great  body  that  he  reprefented :  he 
difclaimed  the  privilege  of  an  advocate ;  he  affirmed,  that 
in  his  prefatory  matter  he  Would  not  make  a  fingle  aflertion 
that  he  was  not  ready  to  prove,  and  that  he  held  himfelf  as 
much  bound  to  account  for  the  preliminary  obfervations,  as 
for    the  charges  themfelves.      After  fo   folemn  a  pledge, 
which  carried  with  it  the  whole  weight  of  the  Commons  of 
Great  ^ritain,  who  could  refufe  credit  to   the  Manager  ? 
Could  the  world  fuppofe,  that  it  would  hereafter  be  eftablifh- 
ed   by  proof,  that  theManager>  at  the  timehefpoke,  knew 
that  if  all  thefadts  he  ftated  were  true,  Mr.  Haftings  could 
not  be  aftedled  by  them.     Could  the  world  fuppofe  it  would 
be  eftablifhed  by  proof,  that  in  the  government  of  Sir  John 
Macpherfon,  this  matter  was  moft  iblelmnly  inveftigated  by 
three  gentlemen  upon  oath ;  and  that  the  moft  horrid  of  thofe 
ocnelties  which  were  ftated  by  the  Manager,  were  aflually 
6  ueTer 


A.  I789*  DEBATES.  4^ 

oever  committed  by  any  human  being  ?  This  is  a  point  iit 
which  the  honour  of  the  Britifh  nation  is  concerned.  In  the 
prcfent  moment  I  will  not  quote  Mr.  Mailings  as  any  autho- 
rity; but  I  have  heard  gentlemen  of  great  weight  in  this 
Houfe  declare,  that  Bengal  is  the  beft  governed  country  in 
imiia.  Sir  John  Macpherfon  has  faid,  that  the  natives  of 
Bengal  are  the  happieft,  and  beft  prote£lcd  fubjecSls  in  India. 
The  (2Q,  Is  undoubtedly  true;  but  till  the  bulinefs  of  Deby 
Slug,  wh^  is  a  Bengal  renter,  Ts  explained,  doubts  of  the 
tniih  may  remain.  The  injury  to  Mr.  Haftings  was  ferious 
isdfed.  Is  it  a  flight  matter  to  be  reprefented  as  a  monfler  of 
cxelty  throughout  Europe }  to  have  the  fcandal  perpetuated 
by  a  print  of  the  Court  in  Weftminfler  Hall,  in  which  the 
fcene  of  diftrefs  on  that  memorable  day  was  defcrihed  ?  What 
p}wer,  but  this  Houfe,  can  give  him  fatisfaftion?  His 
Counfel  did  endeavour  to  clear  it  up  in  Weflminfter  Hall, 
and  though  I  am  very  ready  to  allow,  that  wlien  the  right 
bonourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Fox)  interrupted  Mr.  Law,  it 
vas  not  an  objeflion  to  the  matter  but  to  the  manner,  and 
the  word  he  uied ;  yet  it  had  the  complete  effe^  of  preventing 
kis  proceeding,  fince  the  Court  took  it  up  and  flopped  him. 
Mr.  Haftings,  therefore,  now  brings  it  before  this  Houfe. 
The  laft  bufinefs  he  mentions  is,  that  of  Nundcomar,  on 
tiich  the  right  honourable  Manager,  who  is  abfent,  appears 
tcrcft  fo  much,  though  it  was  a  Aory  perfe<5lly  known  in 
tius  country  almoft  fourteen  years  ago.  Nundcomar  was 
mployed  by  Mr.  Ha/lings,  at  the  fpecial  order  of  the  Di- 
ndors,  to  dcte£t  certain  enormities  attributed  to  Mahomed 
RezaCawn,  who  was  fuppofed,  in  the  year  1772,  to  have 
sccumalated  fix  or  feven  millions  (lerling,  and  to  have  ad- 
(Uto  the  miferies  of  the  famine  in  1770,  by  his  monopolies 
and  oppreflions.  Nundcomar,  who  had  laid  the  in  forma* 
tion  againft  Mahomed  ReYa  Cawn,  was  fuppofed  to  be  the 
beft  peribn  for  detecting  his  crimes.  The  information  which 
had  been  tranfmitted  to  Mr.  Gregory,  was  by  him  laid  before 
the  Secret  Committeeof  the  Direction,  who  fent  a  copy  of  it 
to  Mr.  Haftings,  then  recently  appointed  to  the  government 
it  Bengal.  Mr.  Haftings,  as  he  aflured  the  Direflor^,  Sac- 
rificed his  own  feelings,  to  his  fepfe  of  duty  to  them  in  em* 
ploying  him,  and,  after  a  very  long  trial,  Mahomed  Re^a 
Cawn  was  acquitted,  having  declared  then,  and  (ince  repeat- 
edly, that  to  the  juftice  and  impartiality  of  Mr.  HalUngs 
i^ewas  indebted  for  his  life  and  his  honour.  Mr.  Haftings  in- 
formed the  Direflors,  that  by  the  acquittal  of  Maliomed  Re- 
u  CaWH)  he  had  acquired  the  enmity  of  Nundcomar,  but 
this  was  one  year  before  that  man  gave  in  the  information 
againft  him*  When  the  new  council  came  out,  in  October 
i/74,  a  violent  oppofltion  took  place,— Nundcomar  gave  in 

that 
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that  Information  againft  Mr.  Haftings  to  which  the  Manager 
alluded.     He  had  done  precifely  the  •fame  thing  When  Lord 
Clive  arrived  in  ^765,  but  his  information  on  enquiry,  was 
found  to  be  bafe  and  falfe,  and  fo  ftands  recorded  in  the  ml- 
nutes  of  the  honourable  General's  Committee  (Burgoyne's). 
Mr.  Haftings  refufed  to  appear  at  the  Board  when  fuch  a  man 
was  examined)  not  conceiving  it  fuitable  to  his  ftation  as 
Governor  General;  but  he  faid,  the  majority  might  form 
themfelves  into  a  Committee,  ami  examine  into  th«e  informa- 
tion  :  they  fet  as  a  Board,  and  tranfmitted  all  their  proceed- 
ings to  the  Court  of  Dire<Soi;s.     Mr.  Haftings  wrote  to 
them  at  the  fame  time,  that  he  would  enter  into  a  full  expla- 
nation of  all  his  condudl  to  them,  in  any  manner  they  (hall 
prefcribe.     The  DirecStors  inftead  of  accepting  this  offer, 
laid  all  the  papers  before  Council.     No  profecution  follow- 
ed, nor  did  they  even  afk  Mr.  Haftings  for  an  explanation. 
He  had  at  that  time  the  fupport  of  the  great  men  in  oppofi- 
tion,'  and  the  noble  Lord  was  againft  him.     Thefe  events 
happened  in  1776.     In  the  winter  of  1778)  it  became  necef- 
fary  for  the  noble  Lord  to  fix  a  new  government  for  India, 
the  Regulating  Aft  expirinr  in  1779.     The  noble  Lord  him- 
felf,  with  the  knowledge  and  confent  of  the  Company,  pro- 
pofed  to  Parliament,  that  this  very  Mr.  Haftings,  againft 
whom  thefe  heavy  accufations  were  made,  fhould  be  re-ap- 
pointed Governor  General.     It  was  agreed  to  without    a 
diflenting  voice.     The  next  year  he  again  propofed,  and  the 
Legiflature  confented  to   appoint  him,  and  the  following 
year  he  was  re-appointed  by  the  fame  high  authority  for  ten 
years.  What  opinion  could  Mr.  Haftings,  or  the  world,  en- 
tertain but  this — that  neither  the  noble  Lord  nor  the  Direc- 
tors believed  one  fyllable  of  the  information  of  Nundcomar ; 
that  they  looked  upon  the  whole  to  be  a  bafe  and  unfounded 
calumny,  and  therefore  never  called  upon  Mr.  Haftings  to 
anfwer  it  ?•  Yet  this  is  the  mafs  of  evidence  which  the  Mana- 
ger has  been  talking  of  for  two  days,  and  which  he  is  fo  an- 
xious to  produce,     What  have  been  the  proceedings  fince  ? 
Mr.  Haftings  returns  to  England  ;  not  a  queftion  is  afked 
him  as  to  Nundcomar's  information  ;  yetj  as  he  never  replies 
to  what  was  never  put  to  him,  the  Manager  draws  a  ftrong 
prefumption  of  his  guilt.     TheHoufe  next  takes  up  the  bu- 
finefs  of  Nundcomar,  and  has  pailed  its  deciiioiKUpon  it ;  yet 
after  that  decifion  the  Manager  affirms  "that  Mr.  Haftings 
«*  murdered  Nundcomar  through  the  hands  of  Sir  Elijah  Ira- 
«  pey.'' 

Thefe,  Mr.  Speaker,  are  the  difierent  points  which  I  fliall 
wlfli  to  fubftantiate  by  evidence.  After  having  done  that,  ] 
ifliall  not  prefume  to  offer  a  motion  to  you,  confident  that 
the  Houfe  will  confult  its  own  honour^  and  do  Mr.  Haftings 
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iaftice  in  the  fieps  they  mean  to  purfue.  The  real  queftion, 
I  hope,  will  not  be  Ibfl  in  a  feparate  difcuilion.  The  gentle* 
iDen  oppofite  to  me  are  perfe£lly  at  liberty  to  ftile  me  the. 
^ent  of  Mr.  Haftings,  or  to  do  what  they  pleafe  :  I  only 
ilanJ  up  now  becaufe  I  have  fludied  the  fuhjefb.  I  think  I 
ao  prove  the  truth  of  the  allegations  ;  but  tlie  meafure  to  ba 
taken  I  iliall  not  prefume  to  point  out. 

The  Afij/icr  of  the  Rolls,  at  the  introduction  of  one  palH^ge  Mailer  of 
in  the  fpeech  ot  Major  Scott;  begged  pardon  for  interrupting  the  RoUi. 
die  honourable  gentleman,  but  as  he  was  complaining  of  an 
iiregDlarity  in  another  place,  he  ought  to  confine  himfelf 
in&ly  to  the  ftatement  in  the  petition^  Whether  the  fa£ls 
2llrdge4  were  true  or  falfe,  was  not  a  queftion  before  that 
Houfe.  The  honourable  gentleman,  in  flating  what  tlie  al- 
i^ioos  were,  fhould  be  extremely  cautious,  that  he  di4 
sot  himfelf  make  any  other  charge  againft  the  right  honoi^r- 
&ie  Manager  than  that  exhibited  in  the  petition. 

Mr.  Fox  conceived  that  it  was  proper  to  permit  the  ho-  Mr.  ¥•%. 
adorable  gentleman  to  go  fully  into  the  truth  of  the  allega- 
uns  of  the  petition,  and  not  confine  him  to  a  naked  (later 
Ktit  of  them.  The  petition  pretended  to  accufe  them  (the 
)i»agers)of  urging  matters  againd  the  petitioner  that  were 
cstreievapr,  and,  at  the  fame  time,  it  charged  them  with 
bring   knowingly   fpoken    falfehood^.     It    was  materials  j 

tacrefore,  to  them,  that  the  truth  of  the  fails  fhould  be  made 
cat.  The  honourable  gentleman  flated  the  petition  as  he 
conceived  it  to  be;  he  (Mr.  Fox)  flated  it  according  to 
what  it  was*  The  honourable  gentleman  dated  it  as  it  the 
petition  had  been  what  he  wifhed  it  to  be,  and  what  it  ouglit 
to  have  been,  and  he  did  this  with  the  greater  confidence, 
becaufe  he  feemed  to  have  the  countenance  and  fupport  of  a 
Member  of  great  weight  in  the  Houfe. 

The  Mqfter  of  the  Rolls  faid  that  the  petition  flated  certain  Mafter  of 
allegations,  and  requefted  fuch  redrefs  as  the  Houfe  fhould,  the  Rolli. 
in  its  wifdom,  deem  meet;  and  therefore  certainly  the  obje£l 
was,  not  whether  thofe  fa£ls  were  true  or  not^  but  whether 
they  were  urged  in  their  proper  place. 

Mr.  Fox  obferved,  that  Mr.  Bailings  had  fo  managed  as  Mr.  Fox* 
to  convert  his  accufers  into  defenders;  and,  under  the  word 
irrevelant,  he  brought  againft  them  the  word  charge  pofTible 
to  be  urged;  the  charge  of  having  uttered  falfities  as  at  the    ^ 
Bar  of  the  Houfe  of  Lords. 

The  Mafter  of  the  Rolls  contended  that  this  was  nothing  Mafter  of 
more  than  a  plea  of  Not  Guilty,  accompanied  with  a  protef-  the  KolU« 
tation  that  th^  allegations  w^re  unfounded. 

Mr,  Bouverie  now  moved,  ^*  That  the  Houfe  adjourn." 

Mr.  Sumner  faid  that  he  meant  to  have  called  evidence  to      Mr* 

prove  the  allegations  of  the  petition*  ^^" 
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IVIarq.  of      The  Marquis  of  GrrtA^m  remarked,  that  it  was  his  inten- 
Griham.  tion  to  liave  moved  that  the  proof  he  confined  to  the  laft    al- 
legation, refpcfting  Nundcomar  ;  tlie  other  allegations  which 
related  to  what  had  pafled  laft  year,  he  thought,  did  not  come 
fairly  within  the  cogrvzance  of  the  Houfe. 
Sir  Jofeph      Sir  Jofeph  Afirjubcy  conceived  tliat  the  beft  means  of  get- 
Mawbcy,  x\ng  li J  ot  tlie  bufinefs,  was    by  adjourning.     The  proper 
place  to  have  noticed  any  irregularity,   was  in  Weftminfter 
Hall,  at  the  time  whenr  the  irregularity  (granting  that  irre- 
gularities arofe)  had  taken  place.     It  was  common,  in  trials, 
for  the  parties  themfelves  to  rife  and  appeal  to  the  Court,   if 
any  thing  extraneous  or  improper  was  introduced.     He  was, 
therefore,  aftoniflied  that  Counfel,  who  were  fo  able  as  thofe 
cmploved  by  Mr.  Haftings,  Ihould   not   have  interfered,  if 
there  nad  been  any  real  occafion.     Sir  Jofeph  declared  he  was 
afraid  that  any  precedent  of  the  kind  fliould  be  eftabliflied, 
fince  it  might,  feme  time  or  other,  weaken   the  di£^atorial 
power  of  that  Houfe,     Ke  was  one  of  thofe  who  had  voted 
articles  againft  Mr.  Haftings,  w^o  was  charged  with  havinj^ 
been  guilty  of  oppreflion,  peculation,  and  corruption  ;  thole 
articles  would  (land  recorded  on  the  journals,  and  therefore, 
in  his  mind,  the  beft  way   to  avoid  the  making  a  dangerous 
precedent,  would  be  to  adjourn.     He  had  a  high/efpeft   for 
the  honourable  Major,  but  he  did  not  iland  on  the  fame  foot- 
ing as  other  Members,  in  regard   to  Mr.  Haftings,  whofe 
agent  he  notorioufly  was;  in  every  other  refpedl,  the  honour- 
able Major  was  as  chafte  and  fair  a  chara£ler  as  any  gentle- 
man in  the  Houfe.     As  to  the  light  honourable  Manager, 
(Mr.  Burke)  his  remarks,  without  a  doubt,  went  frequently 
beyond  the  wiflies  of  his  own  friends,  and  he  might,  perhaps, 
have  gone  too  far  in  the  prefent  inftance,  but  he  ought  to 
have  been  called  to  order  upon  the  fpot. 
Mr.  Ford.      Mr.  Ford  begged  leave  to  remind  the  honourable  Baronet, 
who  had  aflerted,  that  in  every  court  of  juftice  in  the  king- 
dom,   the  proper  application,    whenever  Counfel  difcover 
what  appears  irrelevant  in  the  charge  againft  their  cliant,  is 
an  appeal  to  the  Court,  or  elfe  the  Court  of  itfelf  checks  the 
Counfel  forgoing  beyond  the  tegular  rule  of  proceeding,  that 
although  his  pofit^on  was  right,  as  far  as  it  extended  to  the 
pradice  of  common  courts  of  juftice,  yet  it  loft  all  its  validity 
under  a  reference  to  the  mode  purfued  in  the  Houfe  of  Lords. 
They  had  much  greater  powers  than  any  other  Court,  and 
he  fhould  conceive,  that  if  they  had  been  appealed  to,  and 
they  had  reprimanded  the  Managers,  the  latter  would  have 
come  down  to  that  Houfe,  and  complained  that  the  Houfe 
•f  Lords  prefumed  to  diflate  the  mode  of  proceeding,  and 
had  infringed  the  privileges  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  by 
ineprimanding  the  Members  for  condu£iing  a  profecution  in- 
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ftitntnl  by  the  Houfe  ttfelf.  Upon  theory  of  <<  No*!  no  4' 
Mr.  Ford  declared|  that  he  thought  it  would  have  been  the 
daty  of  the  Managers  fo  to  have  a<3ed«  Another  reafon 
vby  the  Counfei  had  not  complained  againft  the  Managers 
was,  they  naturally  were  over-awed  by  their  authority.  He 
believed  it  was  freflx  in  the  recoUeflion  of  every  gentleman 
vbo  beard  him^  that  the  Coanfel  did,  on  one  occauon,  obje<5l 
toapartrcolar  mode  of  proceeding  in  the  right  honourable 
geatleman  then  in  his  eye^  and  that  this  right  honourable 
geotkinan  told  them,  that  they  fpoke  on  the  behalf  of  the 
Hoofe  of  Commons,  and  were  cloathed  with  robes  of  Ma- 
jtftf,  and  were  not  to  be  addreiled  in  that  manner. 

Mr.  Ajt  declared,  that  it  was  not  without  aftonifhment  Mr.  Fox^ 
that  he  perceived  himfelf  under  the  neceffity  of  coming  for- 
Vtfd  again^  with  a  repetition  of  his  afTurance,  that  he  found 
bait  with  the  manner  in  which  he  had  been  interrupted,  and 
oot  the  matter  of  the  objedion.  He  was  ^ure  the  good  ienfe 
of  the  honourable  gentleman  who  fpoke  laft  muft  fee  the  dif- 
^ce.  It  was  not  becaufe  the  Counfel  for  Mr.  Haflings 
ifltemipted  him,  that  he  made  any  objeAion;  he  thought 
^interruption  very  proper ;  but  when  the  Counfel  accufed 
ks  of  calumny,  he,  in  his  turn,  interrupted  him.  With 
^rd  to  its  being  the  duty  of  the  Managers,  if  checked  or 
Rprijnanded  by  the  Lords,  to  come  to  that  Houfe  and  ac- 
ca&  the  Lords  of  having  infringed  their  privileges,  he  knew 
tf  DO  foch  duty.  He  carried,  and  ever  had  through  life^ 
carried  his  ideas  of  the  privileges  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons 
^  far  as  moil  Members,  but  the  Houfe  of  Lords  were  the 
Bndoubted  mafters  of  their  own  court,  and  governed  them«- 
lelves  by  known  and  eftabliihed  principles  peculiar  to  them- 
^Tes.  The  Managers  on  behalf  of  the  Commons  were,  in 
his  mind,  as  much  bound  to  fubmit  to  the  will  of  the  Lords, 
vbeniignified  to  them  by  the  Lord  Chancellor,  as  Counfel 
or  Advocates  were  bound  to  obey  the  will  of  any  Court  of 
Joflice,  when  they  heard  it  from  the  Bench.  The  h&  was, 
tlutit  had  more  than  once  happened,  in  the  courfe  of  the 
ttial,  that  the  Lords  had  checked  the  Managers,  and  pre- 
ichbed  rules  of  conduA  to  them.  He  concluded  with  re- 
K^tiog,  that  he  had  not  objefled  to  the  interruption  of  him, 
as  a  matter  wrong  in  itfelf,  but  merely  to  the  words  which 
the  Counfel  had  ufed,  declaring,  that  a  Manager,  on  the  part 
of  the  Commons,  fpeaking  by  their  inftru£tion  and  autho- 
ntj,  muft  not  be  termed  a  calumniator;  and  in  fo  faying, 
i«  had  been  fupported  by  the  firft  authority  in  the  Court,  the 
Urd  Chancellor  having  told  the  Counfel  the  fame. 

Mr.  Sumner  having  expre£ed  his  wifhes  that  the  motion      Mr. 
had  iffiied  from  a  different  quarter,  remarked,  that  if  the  Sumner. 
motion  of  adjournment  had  not  been  made^  he  fliould  have 

Vot.XXVL  H  moved. 


so  PARLIAMENTARY       A.  1789. 

moved,  that  evidence  be  brought  to  the  bar  to  prove  the  al- 
legations. 

Mr,  SaiDi  ^^*  ^^^^^^  Smith  confidered  as  groundlefs  charges,  all  the 
Smith. '  ^^^^  complained  of  in  the  petition ;  and  though  he  gave  cre- 
dit to  the  aflertions  of  the  right  honourable  gentleman  oppo- 
lite  to  him,  (Mr.  Montagu)  that  the  words  were  not  ufed 
by  the  right  honourable  Manager  in  Weftminfter  Hall,  yet 
it  would  go  but  a  little  way  towards  convidion,  if  it  fhould 
turn  out  that  the  Ihort-hand  writer  ftates  that  there  they 
were  ufed.  In  that  cafe,  it  was  neceflary  to  have  it  under- 
ftood,  that  the  (hort-hand  writer's  notes  were  difavowed,  and 
iffo,  he  fhould  be  fatisfied;  but  were  he  Mr.  Haftings, 
he  fhould  not  be  fatisfied.  Mr.  Smith  lamented  the  abfeace 
of  Mr.  Burke,  as  they  might,  had  he  been  prefent,  have 
Iieard  from  him  a  declaration  whether  the  words  were  ufed 
in  Weftminfter  Hall  or  not ;  a  great  part  of  what  he  had  faid 
in  his  opening,  he  confidered  as  merely  declamation.  The 
great  length  of  the  Managers^  fpeeches  he  regarded  as  one 
.    proof  that  the  charges  were  ill  founded.     Had  there  been 

^  ftrong  criminal  fadls  to  urge  againft  Mr.  Haftings,  they 

muft  have  been  capable  of  being  ftated  fliorter ;  and  thus,  not 
only  much  time,  but  great  expence,  on  all  fides,  would  have 
been  faved. 

Mr.  Fox.  Mr.  Fox  faid,  that  he  did  not  know  what  the  fhort^hand 
writer  had  taken  down ;  but  he  was  fure,  from  his  own  re- 
colleflion,  that  if  he  had  taken  the  fpeech  down  accurately, 
his  notes  would  not  be  found  to  contain  what  the  petition 
ftated,  becaufe  the  allegations  of  the  petition  were  all  falfe, 
that  relative  to  Nundcomar  excepted,  and  even  that  was 
neither  fairly  nor  corredlly  ftated. 
Mr.  Mr.  Mltford ohkrvt^^  that  too  much  attention  could  not 

Alitfyrd.  poffibly  he  paid  to  the  allegations  of  the  petition,  if  they 
turned  out  to  be  true;  if  they  were  not  true,  the  petition, 
and  the  perfon  who  prefented  it,  merited  the  fevereft  cenfure. 
The  articles  were  full  of  the  fouleft  criminal  charges,  and 
Mr  Haftings  was  to  I  e  confidered  as  a  man  who  ftood  charged 
of  thofe  crimes.  If  he  was  guilty,  Mr.Mitford  declared  he 
wifhed  \\\m  to  h\\  by  the  opprefSon  of  thofe  crimes,  and  not 
by  the  weight  of  his  accufers.  Notwithftanding  his  profef 
fion,  he  had  not  lately  been  much  acquainted  with  the  pro- 
ceedings of  criminal  courts,  but  profecutions  of  the  kind,  1m 
well  knew,  (hould  he  conduced  fo  as  to  do  honour  to  the 
Houfe ;  and  there  were  two  things  which  ought  to  beftriiSlj 
adbeied  to  by  the  advocates  who  conducted  tliem ;  firft,  ne- 
ver to  bring  forward  a  faS  that  was  matter  01  calumny  to  the 
accufed,  or  to  cnflamc  the  paflions  of  thofe  who  were  to  de- 
cide as  judges.  The  Houfe  would  recolleft,  that  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  whole  Houfe,  fometimes  a  larger,  fometimes  i 
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iJDaUer  body,  attended  every  day  of  the  triaU  to  lend  their 
couateoaoce  and  fopport  to  the  Managers.  It  behoved  the 
litter,  therefore,  to  be  extremely  delicate  and  guarded  in  what 
they  flated.  If  they  aflerted  a  calumny,  the  Lords  could  not 
i&  with  the  fame  freedom  that  an  ordinary  court  of  juftice^ 
io  fach  a  cafe,  could  exercife.  Every  advocate  at  a  bar  who 
dared  to  advance  what  might  affe£t  the  criminal's  charaAer» 
vas  amenable  to  the  laws  of  his  country.  The  Lords  could 
only  flop  a  Manager  if  he  went  into  extraneous  matter ; 
ikj  could  not  commit  him,  nor  could  he  be  ponilhed.  Mr* 
Haftings,  therefore,  very  wifely>  inflead  of  appealing  to  the 
joftice  of  the  Lords,  had  made  application  to  the  candor  of  the 
Hoofe  of  Commons,  which  alone  could  afford  him  redrefs. 
If  that  Houfe^  therefore;  fuffered  any  thing  to  be  done> 
vhich  was  contrary  to  that  delicacy  which  ought  to  be  pre«- 
ierred,  it  degraded  itfelf  and  a£led  unjuftly.  It  was  extremely 
po&ble^  that  the  right  honourable  Manager  thought  what  he 
yfaid  relevant;  but,  from  his  own  explanation,  it  did  not 
^tisfy  him  ;  on  the  contrary,  it  convinced  him,  that  the 
(ff^al  evidence  was  not  cognizable  in  a  court  of  juft ice. 
Minutes  of  Council,  they  were  told,  would  be  read  as  evi- 
fcxcc  They  certainlv  were  not  evidence,  nor  could  they 
^admitted  as  fuch.  't'he  queftion  now  was,  not  what  the 
fioofe  could  do,  but  whether  the  Houfe  fhould  take  the  pe* 
uioa  into  coniideration  at  all.  It  was,  in  his  opinion,  the 
d&ty  of  the  Houfe  to  examine  whether  the  allegations  were 
ibcflded,  and  if  fo,  to  afcertain  aftetwards  what  was  to  be 
done  to  afford  the  petitioner  adequate  redrefs. 

Mr.  Fox  conceived  that  they  ought  not  only  to  ufe  as  much  Mr.  Fox j 
^licacy  in  the  prefent,  as  in  any  other  profecution,  but  even 
much  more  ;  that  not  one  word  fhould  be  uttered  tending  to  < 
iaflame  the  paiSons,  if  the  honourable  gentleman  meant  to 
cflamc  them  againft  reafon.  He  admitted  the  juflice  of  the 
tcmark,  in  cafes  of  life  and  death,  but  faid  it  was  not.  fo  in 
miflemeanors;  in  the  agitation  of  mifdemeanors,  it  would 
chiefly  confift  of  much  aggravation  on  the  one  fide,  and 
iBoch  extenuation  on  the  other.  If  be  accufed  a  man  of  mur« 
^r,  he  (hoald  avoid  every  thing  to  inflame  the  paflions ;  it 
*u  a  trial  of  a  fa£l ;  the  verdi£t,  if  proof  be  given  of  the 
^9  was  guilty,  and  death  the  known  punifhment.  In  coo- 
i^ECing  a  trial  for  a  mifdemeanor  by  impeachment,  the  Ma- 
^en  could  not  profecute  it  like  men,  without  adducing  all 
in  their  power  to  inflame  the  paflions  and  prove  the  enormity 
rf  the  guilt.  He  thought  it  his  duty  to  ftate  that  enormity 
in  the  ftrongeft  manner,  but  he  fhould  abufe  the  truft  repofed 
in  him  by  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  if  he  faid  any  thing  which 
^  could  not  and  did  not  mean  to  prove,  and  which  he  did 
^t,  in  his  coofcieq^re^  believe  to  be  true.    The  truth  of  th* 
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allegations  was  not  now  the  queftion,  but  their  relevancy* 
He  thought  itaqaefiion  in  which  the  Houfefllould  place  aa 
extenfive  confidence  in  the  Managers.  It  was,  indeed,  in 
that  point  in  which  they  ought  to  repofe  the  utmoft  confix 
dence  in  them^  as  they  were  to  judge  what  was  relevant,  and 
what  was  not;  and  this  was  what  made  their  fituatk>n  diffi- 
cult ;  but  difficult  was  a  poor  word  to'exprefs  it.  It  was  a 
fituation  of  uncommon  difficulty.  The  Houfe  had  appoint- 
ed them  Managers ;  they  had  faid,  *<  You  muft  adduce 
^  proofs,  you  muft  colledt  evidence,  yon  muft  arrange  and 
^  bring  it  forward ;  we,  who  will  not  take  the  pains  to  do 
*'  it  ourfetves,  inftru£b  and  authorize  you  to  do  it ;  but  if 
**  we  think  you  exceed  your  powers,  if  we  fee  you  introduce 
**  matters  apparently  irrelevant,  before  we  have  ften  how 
^*  you  mean  to  apply  it,  and  can  judge  whether  it  is  material 
**  to  the  caufe  or  not,  we  will  difclaim  it,  atid  we  will  cen- 
.  **  fureyou.**  If  any  private  man  was  to  put  another  under 
fuch  diiabilities,  there  was  no  one  who  could  be  employed 
by  any  client  whatever.  They  were  bound  not  to  ufe  im- 
poffibilities,  and  yet  impoffibilities  were  expefled  at  their 
hands.  The  honourable  gentleman  had  cut  them  up  by  the 
roots.  He  had  conjedurcd  what  their  evidence  was,  and 
then  faid  it  would  not  be  admiffible.     Let  the  honourable 

fentleman  have  the  prefumptive  confidence  in  the  Houfeof 
.ords,  to  give  them  credit  fo  far  as  to  fuppofe  they  would 
take  care  that  nothing  was  received  as  evidence  but  what 
was  admiffible.     Let  the  evidence  go  unprejudiced  before  the 
Houfe,  and  not  be  prejudged  in  that  Houfe  befbre  it  was  of* 
fered  in  Weftminfter  Hall.    Were  they  debating  on  the  pe- 
tition only  }  No,  they  were  difcuffing  the  evidence  of  the 
Heufeof  Lords.    Mr.  Pox  faid,  he  faw  clearly  it  muft  ul* 
timately  come  to  this  (hort  qneftion,  ^^  Were  they,  or  were 
^  they  not,  fit  for  the  confidence  of  that  Houfe  r     If  not, 
let  the  Houfe  appoint  others.    Thofe  who  uttered  calumnies 
of  Mr.  Haftings  abufed  their  truft ;  and  what  did  thofe  doy 
who  were  defaming  the  Commons  of  Great  Britain  by  mak- 
ing them  parties  to  calumnies  which  they  difclatmed }   The 
Managers  were  in  a  ftrange  fituation,  indeed  !    The  trial  of 
Mr.  Haftings  was  necefiary  to  be  undertaken  by  thofe  who 
were  acquainted  with  the  fttbje£t ;  the  Managers  had  vnder- 
taken  it,  and  when  they  were  tracing  him  through  all  his 
iniquities,  thej  were  to  he  chaiged  with  having  done  fomerely 
for  the  purpose  of  calumny,  for  the  purpofe  of  loading  him 
'  imneceflarily  with  new  accufations.    He  afked  what  would 
the  nation  {ufpe6^,  when  party  diflerences  bias  that  Houfe^ 
where  the  triumph  had  beea  in  having  deffHfed  being  in-   1 
fluenced  by  party  diflerences,  and  now  party  differences  were 
totriumph  over  the  caufe  of  puMic  juftice  and  national  ho* 
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aoor  ?  He  warned  them  that  they  were  eftablifhing  «  prin- 
dpie  that  would  tend  to  render  all  trials  by  impeachment  in* 
dkStudf  iff  whenever  the  criminal  found  himfelf  pinched^ 
he  might  caufe  a  diverfion  among  his  accufcrs,  by  making 
than  jocafe  themfelTes*  He  had  always  maintained,  that 
if  they  abufed  their  truft,  they  ought  Co  be  feverely  cenfured  ; 
Inuwas  it  the  bvfinefs  of  the  Houfe,  to  be  told  by  the  prifo* 
aer  that  they  had  done  fo  ?  Should  they  be  taught  by  the  pri- 
faoer,  whether  thofe  wtbo  had  undertaken  the  profecution, 
vere  competent  to  the  taik  or  not  ?  Was  it  likely,  that  the 
Ornimonf  fliooU  be  negleftful  of  their  own  honour?  Ther 
atteoded,  as  the  honourable  gentleman  had  faid,  daily  in  dil- 
fercDtmnnbers.in.  dieir  Hall;  it  was  their  duty  to  obferve 
aid  cenfors,  if  they  faw  occaiion,  but  not  to  proceed  on  the 
durge  of  die  accufed.  The  whole  of  the  proceedings  was- 
ooBtrary  to  common  fenfe  and  to  precedent,  and  ruinous  to 
poblic  juftice  for  ever.  The  petition  ftated  many  fa&s,  but 
tke  only  one  relied  on^  was  that  relative  to  Nundcomar* 
Wa  the  charge  new  ?  On  the  contrary,  had  not  his  right 
kommrable  friend  ftated  it  to  the  wliole  Houfe,  with  an  eftedt 
Bwerto  be  forgotten,  laft  year,  when  the  decifton  ofthtf 
Boofe  not  to  impeach  Sir  Elijah  Intpey  was  recent,  and  were 
itj  now  to  be  tx>ld,  that  the  Houfe  of  Commons  were  of  a 
ODtrary  opinion,  and  that  they  had  acquitted  Sir  Elijah  Im- 
ffj  i  He  denied  the  h£t.  They  had,  by  as  fmall  a  majority 
sever  was  known  on  a  great  queftion,  refolved  not,  at  that 
tiae,  to  impeach  the  Chief  Juftice,  but  was  that  an  acquit- 
til.'  So  far  from  it.  Sir  Elijah  was  as  liable  to  be  impeached 
«e?er,  and  the  charge  might  be  renewed  the  next  day.  If 
beweieaiked  bis  private  opinion  on  the  death  of  Nundco* 
mar,  he  ihoold  anfwer  that  he  thought  a  murder,  and  what 
kwould  Iky  in  his  private  capacity,  he  would  fay  in  that 
Htmfe^  or  io  Weftminfter  Hall.  It  was  his  opinion,  that 
Huidcomar  was  put  to  death  for  the  bafeft  of  purpofes.  Mr* 
Haftiogs^  he  obferved^  in  his  petition,  faid,  bring  forward 
tke  fads  at  charges*  He  faid  fo,  not  becaufe  he  wilhed  to 
bn  tliem  brought  forward,  but  becaufe  he  dreaded  them* 
There  never  was  a  priibner  who  called  upon  his  accufers  to 
king  fbrwari  frelh  charges  againft  htm.  The  only  proper^ 
vfwer  to  give  him  was,.  <<  We  will  bring  them  forward  when . 
'^  we  think  fit."  Before  the  charges  were  fummed  up,  he> 
Ind  called  for  more^  as  if  be -were,  rather  than  the  Managers, 
theproperjodgeswfaenit  was  right  to  bring  thein  forward. 
What)  heaiked,  is  the  real  injury  done  to  Mr.  HaftiiigSj 
when  thejhad  dedared  they  would. prove  what  they  had  af« 
&rtedi  It  it  were  not  proved,  bieconduiS  was  clear,  arnd  he 
wooUwikfer  proof;  and  if  they  •  did  not  bring  proofs>  Mr. 
Hlftin§»woBld' contend,  that  the V  were  irrelevant  charges. 


5^  PARLIAMENTARY         A.M789* 

If  they  failed,  he  might  then  fay,  how  it  has  come  to  the 
proof,  and  it  is  not  proved.  He  complains  of  them,  before 
he  could  {hew  any  caufe  of  complaint  whatever ;  he  feels 
himfelf  pinched  in  that  quarter,  to  which  the  charge  laft 
opened  bears^  and  he  reforts  to  the  flratagem  of  accufing  his 
accufers,  to  divert  the  ftorm.  Does  he  wait  till  they  bring 
forward  proofs  ?  No,  he  pre-fuppofes  a  vi6lory  before  an  en- 
gagement. Was  it  not  a  well-known  rule,  that  the  failure 
of  an  argument  is  an  advantage  to  him  againft  whom  it  is 
ufed,  and  if  an  argument  thus  failing,  is  not  evidence,  the 
fame  becomes  a  ftill  greater  advantage.  It  was  impoffible  to 
fuppofe,  that  in  a  profecution  like  that,  they  could  proceed 
without  the  protection  of  the  Houfe,  and  triumph  in  the 
noble  caufe  of  juftice  over  injuftice.  If  a  complaint  againft 
\  the  Managers  were  to  come  properly,'  it  would  come  by  a 

Member  of  that  Houfe,  who  having  been  prefent  at  the  time 
the  words  were  fpoken,  had  taken  them  down,  and  could 
authenticate  them  ;  it  would  then  come  in  a  manner  worthy 
to  be  heard,  and  to  be  ad^ed  upon;  but  when  it  came  from 
the  friend  and  agent  of  Mr.  Haflings,  it  was  juftly  an  obje£k 
of  fufpicion.  His  right  honourable  friend  did  not  appear 
fingle  in  refpe£l  to  this  complaint ;  there  was  not  one  of 
them,  had  he  ftood  in  thefituation  that  the  right  honourable 
leader  had  done,  who  would  not  have  thbught  it  necefTary 
to  have  made  ufe  of  the  fame  allegations.  There  was  no  dif- 
ference of  opinion,  therefore,  among  thofe  who  had  ftudied 
the  caufe;  but  between  them  who  were  employed  by -the 
Houfe,  and  Mr.  Hailings,  the  perfon  accufed.  The  pre- 
sumptions, therefore,  were  all  in  their  favour,  and  the 
'Jproofs  againft  Mr.  Hadings.  As  long  as  they  had>an  idea 
that  there  was  a  poffibility  of  anfwering  the  end  of  public 
juftice,  they  would  abide  by  the  profecution.  He  therefore 
faid,  it  was  reafonable  that  they  fhould  be  diftinguiflied  by 
that  Houfe  favouring  the  caufe  of  public  juftice.  They  bad 
been  for  many  years  fighting  againft  every  political  advan- 
tage, at  a  certainty  making  enemies  every  day,  and  rifquing 
/  the  enmity  of  others.  They  had  undertaken  a  difficult  and 
dangerous  tafk,  and  let  it  not  be  faid,  that  they  had  brought 
it  on  themfelves,  becaufe  they  had  fupplicated  others  of 
greater  weight  and  authority,  who  profefled  to  be  friends  to 
the  profecution,  to  aflift  them  in  the  condu£l  of  it,  but  they 
refufed.  He  hoped  the  Houfe  would  not  put  them  into  fo 
aukward  a  dilemma,  and  that  thofe  who  would  not  affift, 
would  not  ohftrudi.  Let  it  be  remembered,  that  there  ne- 
ver was  a  profecution  by  impeachment  before,  in  which  the 
Crown  Lawyers  were  not  the  chief  Managers.  There  had 
always  been  the  Attorney  and  Solicitor  General,  the  Matter 
of  the  Rolls,  or  fome  of  the  other  Crown  Lawyers  whom  he 
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lawoppofite  to  him.  If,  therefore,  thefe  gentlemen  would 
not  affiJft,  let  them  not  impede ;  let  them  give  fair  play  to 
their  ill-forted  arguments,  and  if  they  had  not  time  to  aid, 
let  them  not  find  time  to  flur  their  proceedings,-  and  to  de^ 
gnde  their  charaflers.  It  had  been  often  faid,  when  an  Op* 
pofition  found  fault  with  the  meafures  of  Government,  that 
kwasnot  the  meafures  but  the  men  they  objeded  to,  and 
rbe  reafon  was,  they  wiihed  to  govern  themfrlves.  He 
wiflied  the  fame  faying  could  be  applied  in  the  prefent  in- 
£aDce,  and  that  the  Managers  could  obferve,  *f  You  do  not 
'  wilhto  find  fault  with  the  meafures  of  the  profecutors,  but 
^  to  conduft  the  profecution,  and  be  the  Managers  your« 
"  fdvesJ*  This  ftanding  joke  againft  Oppodtion  he  had  al- 
ways thought  a  miferable  argument,  and  that  the  reverfe  of 
it  was  more  likely  to  be  the  fa£l.  On  the  prefent  occailon^ 
he  wiflied  the  Houfe  would  (hew  them  how  they  could  a£k' 
hetter  as'M^agers;  till  then,  they  ought  to  agree  to  give 
thnn  their  confidence  and  fupport,  or  put  an  end  to  the  prO- 
itution  at  once.  If  the  motion  of  adjournment  ihould  be 
rejefied,  he  hoped  that  they  would  proceed  to  difcufs  the  all- 
igations, and  to  call  evidence  to  prove  them,  when  he  had 
»<ioabt  but  they  would  turn  out  to  have  been  falfely  ftated. 
iebre  he  fat  down,  he  muft  once  more  put  the  Houfe  in 
isiod  of  Mr.  Haftlngs  having  dared  to  come  to  that  bar,  read 
a  defence,  and  after  having*  taken  credit  to  himfelf  for  the 
ftortnefs  df  time  in  which  he  had  been  obliged  to  prepare  ity 
had  fince  depofed  that  the  defence  was  not  his,  that  he  n^ 
»cr  wrote  one  wor^  of  it,  that  it  was  the  produftion  of  his 
^t,  and  that  he  utterly  difclaimed  the  whole.  It  was  al- 
radjr  fufficiently  eftablifhed  that  Mr.  Haftings  and  his  agent 
ftcwcd  a  thorough  contempt  for  all  fenfe  of  adhering  to 
tnitb.  He  declared  that  he  would  vote  for  the  adjournment, 
^ofe  he  ihould  hope  that  fome  time  hence  the  whole  of 
the  proceedings  would  be  reprobated  and  expunged.  He 
palled  an  encomium  on  the  conduft  of  Mr.  Burke,  and  faid 
he  had  aded  with  great  propriety  throughout  the  bufinefs* 
He  had  given  the  Houfe  as  much  fatisfa6tion  as  was  necefiary, 
aod  feeling  the  indignity  of  being  called  upon  as  a  defendant^ 
hj  the  culprit  whom  he  had  been  diredted  by  that  Houfe  to 
profecate,.he  had  refufed  to  do  more.  He  admired  his  right 
honourable  friend's  condu£b  that  day,  in  being  abfent,  not' 
kfs  than  his  general  conda£l«  It  was  manly,  confident,  and 
dignified. 

Mr.  Jeiyilfsdi,  that  he  felt  himfelf  juftified  in  taking  the     Mr. 
liberty  to  ob(erve,  that  the  arguments  of  the  right  honour*    Jckyll. 
able  gentleman  whofpoke  laft  were  replete  with  fallacy  and 
falfe  reafoning.     If  ever  there  was  an  inftance  of  a  Manager's 
^£ng  his  tnift^  and  exceeding  his  inftrudiions,  it  was  in 
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^  quitting  the  fpecific  arti;:le  he  was  bound  to  (iipport>  and  in* 

tFoducing  new  matter  of  criminal  allegation.  Had  the  right 
honourable  gentleman  not  introduced  a  new  charge^  there 
could  not  lia ve  been  fuch  a  petitiop  as  the  prefent.  Managers 
ought  to  conduft  thcmfelves  with  as  much  caution  as  an  ad- 
vocate did  in  an  ordinary  court  of  law ;  for,  what  were  tbey^ 
io  hSt,  but  advocates  appointed  to  manage  and  conduct  a 
'  profecution  carried  on  at  the  fuit  of  that  Houfe  ?  Thefe,  he 
thanked  Heaven,  were  not  days  in  which  advocates  might 
infult  a  prifoner,  and  hold  any  language  to  him  with  impu* 
nity.  The  condu£t  of  advocates  and  courts  had  been  pure 
and  orderly,  from  the  times  in  which  Lord  Strafford  and 
Lord  Macclesfield  had  been  tried,  down  to  the  prefent  hour* 
Qn  the  trial  of  Sir  Walter  Raleigh,  indeed,  the  Court  had 
^£ied  foihamefully  as  to  refufc  protedlion  to  the  priibner; 
and  when  he  appealed  to  them,  on  being  called  toad  and  vi«- 
per  of  hell,  the  Lord  Chief  Juftice  Popham  had  faid  to  the 
Attorney  General,  *<  Mr.  Attorney  fpeaketh  out  of  zeal  for 
<<  his  Highnefs  the  King,  and  you,  Sir  Walter,  for  your 
^'  own  lire — be  valiant  on  both  fides."  As  one  of  the  ralla- 
cies  which  Mr.  Jekyll  imputed  to  Mr.  Fox,  h6  ftated  the 
declaration,  that  a  man  in  profecuting  one  crime,  might 
charge  him  with  others,  obferving,  that  in  the  prefent  cafe, 
a  cafe  of  mifdemeanor  merely,  the  right  honourable  Managed 
who  was  abfent  had  charged  Mr.  Haftings  with  the  heinous 
crime  of  murder,  in  which  all  the  acceiTariei  were  principals* 
Mr.  Haftings  had  a£led  becomingly  in  his  fltuation  ;  he  bad 
prefented  a  petition,  drawn  up  with  humility  and  modefty  ; 
and  the  dignity  and  honour  of  the  Houfe  required,  that  they 
fhould  examine  evidence  of  the  truth  of  the  whole  pe- 
tition,* and  grant  him  full  redrefs,  fiiould  it  appear  well 
founded* 

The  Houfe  at  length  divided  on  the  queftion  of  adjourn- 
ment, when  the  numbers  were. 

Ayes,  97;  Noes,  157.    Majority ^gainft  it,  60. 
A  motion  was  then  made,  *<  That  Mr*  Gurney,  the  (hort- 
'^  hand  writer,  be  called  in  to  produce  his  notes*" 

Sir  James  Johnftone  called  upon  the  Chair,  to  kno^  if 
there  were  any  precedents  for  the  proceeding  propofed. 
^Ii<  The  Speaker  anfwered,  that  he  did  not  conceive  it  fell 

Spnker.    ^vithin  the  fcope  of  his  duty  to  ftate,  whether  there  were 
any  precedents  or  not* 

«ir  James       ^\r  James  Johnftone  replied,  *^  Then  I  am  to  underftand 

Johoflone.  «6  there  are  not  any*** 

Mr  Fox.       ^''*  ^^^  thought  the  queftion  extremely  proper,  and  that 

if  there  were  no  precedents  to  afford  a  rule  to  go  by,  they 

^   ought  to  proceed  with  very  great  caution  in  the  eftabliihment 

•f  a  precedent  which  might  endanger  their  privileges*    He 

owned 
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omncA  he  did  not  admire  the  examination  of  the  fhort-hand 
writer;  it  was,  he  believed,  the  firft  inftanceof  fuch  a  wit- 
nefs being  ezatntned,  to  prove  words  fpoken  by  a  Member  of 
thatHoufein  his  fen atorial  capacity.  The  common  evidence 
was  that  of  a  Member  who  took  down  the  words  at  the  time, 
and  coald  (late,  in  his  place,  that  he  was  prefent  when  Mr. 
Barke  faid  (b  and  fo.  if  it  once  was  admitted^  that  words 
Bttered  by  a  Member  were  to  be  fclefted  for  cenfure,  on  the 
complaint  of  a  perfon  who  was  not  a  Member,  and  that  a  third 
peffon,  who  vras  alfo  not  a  Member,  nor  connefted  with 
that  Houfe,  was  to  give  evidence  of  tho^  words,  it  was  con- 
trary to  all  the  privileges  of  the  Houfe. 

The  Marqais  of  Graham,   having  ohferved  that  he  (hould  Marq.  of 
prefer  the  anfwering  the  ends  of  natural  juftice  to  all  prece-  Graham, 
dent  whatever,  added,  that  if  no  perfon  but  a  Member  of 
Parliament  could  give  evidence  of  the  words  complained  of, 
that  Houfe  could  not  afford  redrefs  in  a  cafe  of  grievous  in^- 
juftice.     Moft  undoubtedly,  the  words  fpoken  in  that  Houfe 
could  only  he  proved  by  a  Member  who  took  down  the  words 
at  the  time,  but  the  words  complained  of  were  words  uttered 
maaopen  court   of  juftice,  where  any  perfon  might  have 
l^aidthem,  and  where  the  diftindiion  of  the  right  honourable 
gentleman  and  the  neceflSty  for  a   Member's   taking  them 
down,  in  his  mind,  did  not  apply.     InfafV,  any  indifferent 
individual  who  heard  them,  might  be  as  good  a  witnefs  of 
their  having  been  fpoken,  as  a  Member  of  that  Houfe. 

Sir  yames  Johyijione  adduced  as  a  precedent  the  circumftance  Sir  Jaroei 
that,  on  the  trial  of  Lord  Lovat,  Mr.  Murray  attempted  to  Johnftonc 
accufe  three  other  perfons,  a  Welch  Baronet,  an  Irilh  Lord, 
an  Highland  Chieftain,  (Macleod)  all  Members  of  that 
Houfe,  of  high  treafon,  when  Lord  Talbot  flopped  him, 
and  told  him  he  was  not  to  accufe  them,  but  to  confine  his 
argument  and  proofs  to  Lord  Lovat.  Mr  Murray's  anfwer 
was,  that  he  was  inftru£bed  to  charge  the  three  Members 
alfo.  Sir  James  explained  that  the  Highland  Chieftain,  Mac- 
leod, had  made  his  peace,  and  had,  in  timr ,  joined  the  King's 
army  with  all  his  men.  Sir  James  faid,  by  all  means  let  the 
Managers  go  on,  and  do  their  duty,  without,  in  an  unpre- 
cedented manner,  proceeding  to  impede  and  check  their  ca- 
reer. 

Mr,  Adam  contended,  that  the  form  of  their  proceedings      Mr. 
was  of  fo  much  confequence  to  the  conftitution  of  this  coun-    Adam. 
try,  and  the  meafures  which  they  were  haftily  about  tb  adopt, 
flruck  fo  diredfly  at  the  foundation  of  the  inquifitorial  powers 
of  that  Houfe,  that  he  conjured  them  to  be  cautious,  before 
they  raflily  ttx)k  a  fingle  ftep  which  might  endanger  the  very 
exiftence  of  their  inquifitorial  capacity.     The  noble  Mar- 
quis bad  ftated,  that  the  court  of  Weftminfler  Hall  was  an. 
Vol.  XXVL  I  open 
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open  cbur%  and  not  that  Houfe :  it  certainly  was  a  court  of 
juliice,   but  it  was  extremely  diflFerent,  in  a  variety  of  re- 
fpe6ts,  from  ordinary  courts  of  juftice.     The  propriety  of 
withdrawing  the  motion,  and  moving  for  a  Committee  to 
isxamine  precedents,  was,  in  his  opinion^  too  obvious  to  need 
enforcing  by  any  argument  whatever. 
Mr.  Sam.       Mr.  Samuel  Smith  remarked,  that  upon  every  ground,  Mr. 
Smith.     Mailings,  although  not  a  NJember  of  that  Houfe,  had  unan- 
fwerable  claims  to  its  protection.     If,  therefore,  itfhouldbe 
thought  impioper  to  call  Mr.  Haftings  to  the  bar,  and  tell 
him  to  produce  his  proofs  of  the  allegations  of  his  petition, 
the  beft  evidence  would  be  that  of  the  fliort-hand  writer.     It 
mattered  not,  in  his  mind,  whether  there  were  precedents  or 
not.     If  there  were  not  any,  a  precedent  muft  be  made,  and 
juftice  done  to  the  petitioner.     Mr.  Haftings,  had  he  been  a 
Member,  might  have  taken  down  the  words,  and  complained 
to  the  Houfe;  not  being  a  Member,  he  had  made  the  appli- 
cation, which  was  becoming  and  proper. 
Sir  Grey       Sir  Grey  Cocper  implored  the  Houfe  to  paufe  a  moment, 
Cooper,    before  they  called  in  the  /liort-hand  writer,  and  to  ufefome 
fhare  of  caution  ;  if  they  proceeded  otherwife,  they  would 
put  in  peril  the  exercifc  of  the   privilege  of  impeachment. 
He  reminded  them  of  the  liberal  manner  in  which  it  was  ufual 
to  proceed,  when  a  Member  was  called  to  order  while  on  his 
legs,  and  his  words  n^oved  to  be  taken  down  ;  an  opportu- 
nity was  in  fuch  cafes  always  afforded  him  to  racolIe£l  him* 
felt,  and  explain  his  words,  which  was  generally  done  to  the 
fatisfaftion  of  the  Houfe.     He  inftanced  the  cafe  of  the  late 
Alderman  Beckford,  who  had  been  called  to  order  by   Mr. 
Grenyille.     With  regard  to  precedent,  he  dated  that  of  the 
conference  with  the  Lords,  when  the  impeachment  of  the 
Marquis  of  Halifax  and  Lord  Somers  was  in  agitation.  Lord 
Haverfliara  ufed  words  at  the  conference  which  gave  o£Fence 
to  the  Committee  from  the  Commons,  and  though  he  per- 
fiAed,  and  deAred  to  be  heard  out,  the  Commons  broke  up 
the  conference,  and  came  hack  to  their  Houfe,  and  com- 
'  plained  of  the  words  of  Lord  Haverfham,  who  explained  his 
meaning.     Sir  Grey  advifed  the  appointment  of  a  Committee 
to  examine  precedents,  as  a  precaution  highly  neceflary,  a 
negle£l  of  which  the  Houfe  might  poilibly  hereafter  have  rea« 
fon  to  lament.  * 

McRolle.  Mr.  RoUc  obferved,  that  the  right  honourable  Manager  had 
every  opportunity  afforded  him  of  explaining  his  words,  but 
fo  far  from  doing  fo,  he  had  admitted  that  he  fpoke  them, 
and  had  juftiAed  them. 

Sir  Grey  Cooper  faid,  the  right  honourable  gentleman  had 
no  opportunity  at  the  moment. 

6  Colonel 
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Colonel  Phlpps  denied  tliat  the  precedent  cited  by  the  ho-  Colonel 
Bourable Baronet  was  at  all  in  point :  that  was  a  parliamen-  Phipps. 
tir?  proceeding  altogether,  this  judicial. 

mv.Fox  remarked,  that  Mr.  Gurney  was  the  fliort-hand  Mr.  Fox. 
writer  for  the  Managers;  ;  nd   Mr.  Haftings  had  another 
ihort  band  writer.     Mr.  Mailings  and  the  Houfe  were  the     ^ 
jartic*  interefled.      Was  there  no  ihort-hand  writer  who 
look  down  thefpeeches  for  the  Managers,  &c.  for  the  Lords  ? 
If  there  was  a  fhort- hand  writer  to  the   Court,  who  could     > 
bvc  no  intereft  eifhfcr  one  way  or  the  other,  and  muft  necef-  . 
^rilj  be  moft  impartial,  he  was  the  propereft  perfon  to  refer 
to  as  a  witnefs. 

^xifVlUiam  fotmge  trufted  that  it  was  unneceflary  for  him  Sir  Wm. 
toinfift  that  the  immutable  principles  of  juftice  themfelves  Younge. 
ocght  to  be  abided  by,  and  that  the  Houfe  fliould  be  governed 
by  higher  and    better  motjves  than  had  diflinguiflied  theni- 
fclvesinthe  courfe  of  the  debate.     That  Houfe  was  the  in- 
(jaittorial  power,  and  the  ground  hs  rofe  on,  was  to  preferve  - 
the  dignity  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  and  not   to  look  to 
precedents  that  mig^it  miflead  them. 

^ir  James  'Johtiftone  mentioned  the  cuftom,  coolly  and  de-  Sir  James 
liisrately  to'takedown  the  words  of  a  Member,  when  they  Johnftonc 
pe  offence,  bir  James  fpoke  of  the  poflibitity  of  mifre- 
prefcntation,  declaring,  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  E)^che- 
({uerbad  in  his  time  befn  mifreprefented;  the  honourable 
Managers  had  been  all  mifreprefented ;  and  even  he  had  been 
mifreprefented.  "^ 

Mr,  Adam  faid,  that  after  the  difpofition  lately  fliewn  by      Mr. 
the  right  honourable  gentleman,  to  walk  precifely  by  prece-    Adim, 
fait,  the  other  fide,  he  (hould  fuppofe,  could  have  no  oi  jec- 
Hon  to  their  examining  whether  thete  were  any  precedents 
or  not,  and  therefore  be  (hculd  move  the  previous  queftion. 
As  foon  as  the  Speaker  had  Aated  it, 

Mr, Chancellor  Pitt  remarked,  that  it  was  only  with  re-  Mr.  Pitt, 
fpcft  to  time  that,  in  his  opinion,  the  queftion  could  br  re- 
garded as  important ;  and  that  as  to  the  words  refpefling 
Nundcomar,  which  was  the  only  allegation  of  the  petition 
which  he  thought  intitled  to  the  confideration  of  the  Houfe; 
thofe  words  had  been  confefled  to  have  been   fpoken  by  the  . 
right  honourable  gentleman  himfelf,  an-^  therefore  they  were 
relieved  from  any  anxiety  refpefting  the  truth  of  the   alle- 
gation.    There  only  remained  for  them  to  have,  for  the  fake 
of  form  and  the  regularity  of  their  pioceedings,  fome  fort 
of  parliamentary  documents  before  them  to  ground  thofe 
proceedings  upon,  and  in  the  nature  of  ihings  it  was  impof- 
liblebut  that  they  (hould  be  able  to  come  at  fome  proof  of 
the  hJSi  alledged  and  complained  of.     It  appeared  to  him,  that 
they  run  no  rifque  in  referring  to  the  ihort-hand  writer,  who 

\  %  having 
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having  no  intereft  in  the  matter,  muft  be  confidered  as  an 
impartial  witnefs,  and  capable  of  giving  the  teflimony  mofi: 
to  be  relied  on.  The  only  point  clear  to  him  was,  that  a  a 
allegation  had  been  made  by  one  of  the  Managers  of  the 
prolecution,  which  did  not  appear  to  grow  out  of  the  charge^ 
and  that  the  allegation  in  queiVion  confifted  in  words  afford- 
ing a  charge  highly  injurious  to  Mr.  Haftings,  and  wholly 
unauthorized  by  that  Houfe.  That  queftion  he  ihould  be 
rendy  to  meet,  and  to  maintain  it,  whenever  the  proper  tiiile 
for  difcuffing  it  fliould  come.  But  fo  far  was  lie  from  agree- 
ing that  the  prefent  proceedings  were  ralhly  and  inconfide- 
rately  taken  up,  or  that  they  tended  in  any  degree  to  endan- 
ger the  privileges  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  that  he  con- 
ceived they  were  neceflary  towards  preferving  thofe  privileges 
wkich  ought  not  to  be  fuffercd  to  be  abufed',  by  carrying 
them  to  an  unreafonable  and  unjuflifiable  extent.  "With  re- 
gard to  the  argument  rcfpedling  precedents,  he,  for  one,  was 
always  glad  to  gp  by  precedent,  when  there  were  precedents 
either  immediately  in  point,  or  bearing  a  ftrong  analogy  to 
the  cafe,  whatever  it  might  be,  that  ihould  at  the  time  be 
under  confideraiion  ;  but  he  fhould  never  agree,  that  where 
there  was  no  precedent,  and  the  cafe  was  of  fufficient  im- 
portance to  be  intitled  to  the  attention  of  the  Houfe,  the 
Houfe  ought  not  to  point  out  the  mode  of  treating  it. 

Mr.  Fox.  Mr.  Fox  faid,  that  he  need  not  feel  any  hefication  inpofi- 
tively  affcrting  that  his  right  honourable  friend  had  never  ad- 
mitted that  he  had  fpoken  the  words  refpe(51ing  Nundcomar, 
as  they  were  fet  forth  in  the  petition  ;  and  it  was  extremely 
naterial  to  mark  the  difl'ertnc-',  becaiife  there  might  he 
Members  of  that  Houfe  who  might  think  his  right  honour- 
able friend  highly  blameable  if  he  had  faid  what  the  petition 
ftated,  and  not  blameable  if  he  only  faid  what  he  declared  he 
h^d  faid.  Whether  his  riglit  honourable  friend  had  fpoken 
tlie  words  as  he  conceived  him  to  have  fpoken  them,  or  as 
the  petition  fet  forth,  in  either  cafe  they  afforded  ground  for 
the  declaration  of  the  right  honourable  gentleman's  argument, 
hut  that  wis  tli8  right  honourable  gentleman's  private  opinion 
only.  The  right  honourable  gentleman  had  declared  he 
/liould  he  ready  to  meet  the  queftion,  wli'en  it  came  before 
him  ;  he  dtclnied,  on  his  part,  that  he  fhould  be  ready  to 

^     ^  meet  it  likewife,  and  to  maintain  that  it  might  be  neceflary, 

in  the  profecution  of  a  fmall  crime,  to  prove  it  by  alledging 
.n  greater,  and  that  point,  when  proper,  he  would  contelt 
\vith  the  right  honourable  gentleman,  and  he  was  fure  he 
flionld  have  all  tJie  law  on  his  fide.  With  rcgard  to  Mr. 
Haftings  complaining  of  the  words,  as  words  conveying  a 
calumnv,  he  would  ever  labour  under  fome  calumnv,  if  the 
trial  proceeded.     With  refjicnSl  to  the  delay  which  appointing 

*  *  a  Com- 
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iCommittce  tofearch  for  precedents  would  occnGoni  he  wai 
brry  for  it;  but  let  it  not  be  denied,  that  this  was  a  mactei:  , 

cf  great  importance,  and  the  fooner  it  was  gone  tliroughi  the 
better.  All  the  delay  that  had  happened  he  lamented  ;  but 
itbaiiariien  from  various  extraordinary  caufes.^  The  great 
events  of  this  year  had  fwept  almofl  away  every  thing  elfe 
from  tnemory  ;  they,  and  they  only,  had,  as  it  were,  occu- 
pied the  imagination  of  every  man*  He,*  for  one,  thought 
Mr.  Hafiings's  trial  a  buiinefs,  on  which  the  character  of 
m  country  depended.  The  eyes  of  all  Europe  were  upoq 
them,  and  it  was  a  matter  which  depended  not  on  a  divifipn 
Goeday,  or  on  a  majority  another ;  but  on  the  condflency^ 
ieadinefs,  and  honour  of  the  Commons  of  England. 

The  jittorruy  Gerural  remarked,  that  he  did  not  mean  to  Attome|r 
ater  into  the  merits  of  the  petition  ;  but  if  the  fa£l  were  that  Geacrftk. 
u  honourable  Manager  had  gone  out  of  the  charge,  and  al- 
Itdged  a  crime  agaiofl  Mr.  Haftings,  which  that  Houfe  had 
co;  nude  a  part  of  the  articles  fent  by  them  up  to  the  Houfe 
of  Lords,  it  behoved  that  Houfe  to  difclaim  fuch  allegation 
lunabnfe  of  criminal  juAice.     With  regard  to  the  exami- 
ration  of  thefliort-hand  writer*s  notes,  thefhort-band  writer 
^xthe  Committee  of  Managers  was,  in  faft,  the  fhort-hand 
iflter  of  the  Houfe,  and  therefore  they  were  at  perfeft  li-^ 
^  to  call  him  before  ihem,  and  refer  to  his  notes  when- 
m  they  thought  proper,  whereas  the  fliort-hand  writer  for 
tbe  Houfe  of  Lords  not  being  at  the  control  of  the  Houfe  of 
Commons,  could  not  permit  them  to   fee  his  notes,  unlefft 
t^)sy  firft  obtained  leave  for  him  fo  to  do  from  the  Houfe  o£ 
Lords. 
The  previous  queftion  was  put  and  carried. 
Mr.  Adaoi  then  drew  a  motion,  "  That  a  Committee  he 
^  appointed  to  fearch  for  precedents,*'  which  being  read  fvom 
the  chair. 

Sir  fVilliam  Tounge  obferved,'  that  with  regard  to  the  hp-  Sir  Wm* 
ncorable  gentleman  who  brought  in  the  petition,  he  had  not  YouBfn* 
tbe  honour  of  knowing  him,  but  he  thought  it  an  ill-judged 
Petition.  With  refpedl  to  a  Committee  to  fearch  for  prece- 
<^ents,  he  mufl  obje£l  to  any  fpch  Committee  being  appoint- 
ed. He  defireJ  gentlemen  to  think  of  the  times  in  which 
tbofe  precedents  exifted,  anj  the  didra^ions  and  confuiions 
tint  diftinguiflied  them*  A  Governor  of  one  of  the  largeft 
provinces  belonging  to  theBritifti  Crown,  was  at  the  bar  of 
t^j£  Hotife  of  Lords.  They  had  deprived  him  of  his  political 
charader,  they  had  attacked  him  with  refpefV  to  his  conduct 
towomen,  and  imputed  fafls  to  him  that  would^  difgrace  the 
loweft  individual.  All  they  had  left  him  was,  the  claim  ta 
idae  adminiftration  of  juftice,  and  they  had  no^  iiifringed. 
tha.    He  would  not  confent,  therefore,  to  wafte  time  in 

idly 
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idly  fearching  for  precedents;  but  if  he  were  the  (ingle  man 

to  give  a  negative  to  the  quedion^  he  would  take  the  fenfe  oi 

the  Houfe  upon  this  occafion* 

The  Houfe  divided,         Ayes,  -  102-— Noes,  -  17 

The  Committee  were  then  named,  and  the  Houfe    ad^ 

journed. 

Monday f  4th  May^  17^9* 

It  was  ordered  that  the  Marquis  of  Graham  do  make  the 
report  from  the  Committee  who  were  appointed  to  infpedt 
precedents,  and  to  report  to  the  Houfe  what  evidence  has 
been  received,  by  the  Houfe,  refpedling   any  complaint  of 
*  cxpreflions  or  words  ufed  on  the  trial  of  any  impeachment,  by 

any  Members  of  this  Houfe  employed  to  manage  fuch  iin- 
peach  ment. 

The  Marquis  of  Graham  accordingly  reported  Yrom   the 
faid  Committee,  that  the  Committee  had  examined  the  mat- 
ter to  them  referred,  and  had  directed  a  report  to  be  made  to 
the  Houfe;  and  he  read  the  report  in  his  place,  and  afterwards 
delivered  it  in  at  the  table,  where  the  (ame  wa^  read. 
It  was  ordered  that  the  faid  report  do  lie  upon  the  table. 
Mr.  Sumner  moved  the  reading  of  the  order  of  the  day, 
for  the  further  conCderation  of  the  petition  of  Mr.  Haffings. 
The  order  of  the  day  having  been  read  accordingly, 
Mr.  Sumner  again  rofe  and  moved, 

**  That  William  Gurney,  one  of  the  fliort-haid  writers 
**  appointed  to  take  minutes  at  the  trial  of  Warren  Haftings, 
**  Efquire,  be  called  in  and  examined,  touching  the  allega- 
*^  tions  contained  in  the  perition." 
Mr.  Mr.  Francis  defired  to  be  informed  in  what  manner  the 

Francii.  gentlemen  on  the  oppofite  fide  of  the  Houfe  meant  to  pro- 
ceed in  the  examination;  whether  to  the  whole  of  the  allega- 
tions, or  to  that  part  of  the  petition  complaining  of  words 
ufed  relative  to  Nundcomar  ? 
Mr.  Mr.  Sumner  anfwered  that  his  objeft  was  to  have  the  evi- 

Svimncr.  dence  gone  into  on  the  whole  of  the   allegations ;  he  would 
not,'however,  .prefs  the  Houfe  to  enter  upon  an  examination 
further  than  to  fubftantiate  the  allegation  of  the  words  rela- 
•  tive  to  the  death  of  Nundcomar. 

Mr.  Ad-  Mr.  jiddington  contended  that  it  was  needlefs  to  go  into 
dingtoD.  ^^^  part  of  the  petition  which  complained  of  words  ufed  in 
the  courfe  of  the  laft  year :  For  the  purpofe  of  confining  the 
examination  to  the  allegation  of  improper  words  haVing  been 
ufed  relative  to  Nundcomar,  he  moved,  as  an  amendment^ 
to  omit  the  words  of  the  original  motion  from  'the*  to  the 
end,  and  to  infert  the  words,  *  Words  complained  of  in  the 
•  petition,  relative  to  Nundcomar,' 

Sir 


L 1789.  DEBATES.  5j 

^ix  Jams  jobnjhni  urged  the  propriety  of  confining  thcsjyjgnjgg 
aquiry  to  the  words  ufed  by  Mr.  Burke,  and  Mr.  JBurke  Johnftoae 
orIt. 

Mr.  Sheridan  remarked  that  all  partial  examinations  of  the     Mr; 
petition  were  improper,  the  Houfe  had,  for  the  purpofe  of.Sheridam 
ganting  juftice  to  Mr.  Haftings,  received,  and  agreed  to 
tike  into  t hoi r  confiderat ion  the  petition;  he  hoped,  there* 
ire,  chat  they  would  not  be  fo  unjuft  to  his  right  honourable 
tiend  (Mr.  Burke)  as  to  refufe  to  take  the  whole  of  the  pe- 
Ltioointo  their  confideration,  that  he  might  have  an  oppor- 
tooity  of  meeting  and  refuting   the   charges  which  it  con-^ 
laind-    If  the  Houfe  proceeded  upon   the  principle  which 
tisy  had  avowed  to  proceed  upon   in  their  reception  of  the 
petition,  the  principle  of  doing  juftice  to  Mr;  Haftings,  what 
rght  had  they  to  garble  his  grievances,  and  to  fay,  "  This' 
*  we  will,  and  this  we  will  not  confider  ?"  If  they  confidered 
ny,  they  were  bound  to  confider  the  whole.    The  mode 
;fopofed  by  the  amendment  might  pofEbly  be  thought  a  more 
bandy  way  of  paffing  a  flur  upon  the  Managers  of  the  profe- 
oition;  but  it  was  a  mode  which  he  fincerely  hoped  that  the 
Usofe  would  not  adopt. 
Mr.  Jddingion  conceived  that   it   was  unneceflary,  upon  Mr.  Ad* 
ev?y  account,  either  for  the  fatisfaiSlion  of  Mr.  Burke  or  dington. 
M.  Haftings,  to  have  the  former  part  of  the  petition  con- 
liked.    If  it  was  not  taken  notice  of  by  the  Houfe,  no  flur 
c3Qld  be  fuppofed  to  fall  oh  Mr.  Burke  ;  for,  in  confequence 
of  the  Houfe  not  noticing  that  part  of  the  petition,  it  fell  of 
CDorfe  to  the  ground.  ~ 

Major  Scott  confidered  an  examination  into  the  whole  of  i^nj.s^oK 
the  petition  as  abfolutely  neceflfary.  * 

Mr.  Axtruft^d  that  the  Houfe  would  not  lofe  fight  of  Mr.  Fox. 
tbs  principle  upon  which  they  a£led  in  receiving  the  petition, 
vbich  was,  that  no  roan  ftiould  experience  an  injury,  with- 
c-tt  being  enabled  to  call  for  redrefs  in  fome  place.  On  that 
snnciple,  though  he  thought  it  was  overftrained  in  this  in- 
^'<nce,  the  Houfe  had  taken  into  their  hands  to  redrefs  Mr. 
Hailiogs,  becaufe,  they  fay,  he  could  obtain  redrefs  no  where 
f  *e.  That  principle,  if  continued,  and  in  juftice,  if  extended 
t^one,  ought  alfo  to  he  extended  to  another;  the  Houfe 
OGght  to  examine  into  the  allegations  of  ^he  whole  petition, 
6at  what  might  appear  falfely  ftated  by  Mr.  Haftings  of  his 
^•ght  honourable  friend  (Mr.  Burke)  might  be  met  and  re-  ' 

;sted;  for,  if  the  allegations  were  falfe,  and  that  Houfe  re- 
tfed  to  grant  his  right  horu>urabie  friend  redrefs,  where  was 
-to  be  obtained?  It  woula  not  be  obtained  in  any  of  the 
courts  below,  nor  at  the  bar  of  the  Lords,  the  confequence 
of  which  would  be^  that  his  right  honourable  friend  (Mr. 
Borke)  would  be  refafed  that  juftice  and  redrefs  which  was 

granted 


64  PARL/IAMENTARV  A.  1789. 

granted  to  Mr,  Haftings.    The  honourable  gentleman  (Mr. 

^  Aldington)  had  faid^  that  if  the  firft  allegations  in  the  pe- 

tition of  Mr.  Haftings  were  not  t^ken  notice  of  by  the  Houfe, 
they  would  confequently  fall  to  the  ground,  and   the  right 

^  honourable  Manager   ftand  fully  abfolved.     Would  not  the 

fame  argument  hold  diredlly  good  with  Mr.  Haftings  ?  If  it 
were  likewife  true  that  the  right  honourable  Manager  would 
ftand  abfolved  in  confequence  of  Mr.  Haftings^s  allegations 
not  being  taken  hptice  of,  the  fame  argument  would  apply  in 
favour  of  Mr.  Haftings,  who  would  upon  the  fame  ground 
ftand  acquitted  by  the  Lords  of  the  allegations  of  the  right 
honourable  Manager,  if  they  were  fufFered  to  remain  unno- 
ticed. 

Mr.  Pitt.  Mr.  Chancellor  Pht  obferved,  that  if  he  faw  tbe  matter 
in  its  true  light,  it  was  evident  that  the  right  honourable  Ma- 
nager (Mr.  EurkeJ  would  ftand  fully  cleared  of  any  impu- 
tation on  any  part  of  the  petition  which  the  Houfe  thought 
proper  fo  far  to  flight,  as  not  to  think  meriting  their  con- 
fideration,  and  under  that  dcfcription  he  confidered  to  come 
all  the  allegations  of  the  petition  refpefting  words  charged  to 

\  have  been  improperly  ufed  in  the  courfe  of  the  laft  year,  by 

/  whidi  if  Mr.  Haftings  had  felt  himfelf  injured,  he  ought  to 

have  made  an  immediate  complaint ;  he  had,  however,  com- 
plained as  loon  as  pomble  of  the  words  relative  to  the  dentli 
ofNundcomar,  arid  to  that  point,  he  was  of  opinion,  the 
Hoiile  ought  to  proceed  in  their  examination.  He  differed 
much  from  the  right  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Fox)  in  his 
obfervations  on  what  had  fallen  from  his  honourable  friend 
behind  him  (Mr.  Addington.)  The  comparifon  of  the  alle- 
gations of  the  right  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Burke) 
agatnft  Mr.  Haftings)  and  thofe  of  Mr.  Haftings  againft 
the  right  honourable  gentleman,  he  was  of  opinion  could  be 
fupported  by  no  man,  until  he  was  prepared  to  fay  that  an 
allegation  advanced  in  a  petition  to  that  Houfe,  from  an  in- 
dividual, complaining  of  the  conduft  of  the  Managers  of  a 
profecution  of  the  Houfe,  carried  the  fame  weight  with  it  as 
a  charge  made  by  the  Managers  againft  an  individual  at  the 
bar  of  the  Houfe  of  Lords,  by  Managers  clothed,  as  they 
frequently  declared,  with  the  robes  of  Magiftracy,  and  the 
whole  powers  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  and  whofe  dignity 
would  not  fuffer  them  to  be  fpoken  of  as  calumniators.  No 
man,  he  was  certain,  would  venture  to  make  fuch  an  after- 
tion.  Would  any  gentleman  then  aflert,  that  the  fame  redrefs 
was  granted  to  Mr.  Haftings,  by  4he  Lords  faying,  "  Here  is 
5*  a  heavy  and  an  enormous  charge  againft  you,  which  we 
<^  cannot  go  into  at  prtfent,"  as  would  be  granted  to  the 
right  honourable  Manager  (Mr.  Burke)  by  the.  allegations 
contained  in  the  firft  part  of  the  petition  lying  on  the  tabid 

neglected 
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jogkSbBibjthe  Houfe,  and  not  deemed  by  them  worthy 
their  ooofideratipn  ?  There  was»  in  his  opinion^  and  he  be« 
lieved  in  the  opinioa  of  all  Impartial  men,  not  the  leafl  ana-* 
]ogj  in  the  two  cafes.  H^  could  not  avoid  remarking  on 
thediftfentcondilA  of  the  gentlemen  on  the  oppofite  fide, 
to  that  which  they  adopted  on  a  former  day  ;  they  were  be* 
lore  wholly  of  opinion  that  the  petition  ought  not  to  he  con- 
£(iered  at  all,  and  now  they  objedted  to  the  examination  be- 
kig  confined  to  one  point,  and  were  defirous  to  go  into  tho 
thole ;  bnt  they  could  not  vote  for  the  examination  of  the 
vhole,  without  flying  from  their  former  ground,  while  the 
pntlemen  who  with  him  were  of  opinion  that  the  part  relat- 
iff  toNundcomar  ought  to  be  proceeded  on,  would  a&  con- 
ilieotly  by  refiifing  to  examine  the  other  allegations,  which 
they  might  conceive  to  be  unneceflary.  The  gentlemen  on 
die  other  fide  of  the  Houfe  alfo  objected  to  the  going  into 
the  petition  at  all,  on  account  of  the  delay  which  it  would 
occaCon  to  the  proceedings  of  the  Managers ;  they  now,  how* 
cfer,  when  his  friends  wiiKed  to  confine  the  petition  to  one 
point,  which  would  not  caufe  much  delay,  objef^ed  ilrenu* 
cvflj  to  that,  and  propofed  a  general  examination  into  the 
vboleof  the  petition,  which  relating  tomanycircumflances 
ifbiilory,  and  to  words  which  had  pafled  a  twelvemonth  , 
^0,  would  require  much  more  proof,  and  occafionan  hun-« 
lied  times  the  delay,  which  would  arife  from  the  prefent 
propofal  of  confining  it  to  the  fingle  point  of  the  words  ufed  _ 
olative  to  the  afiair  of  Nundcomar. 

Mr.  Fox  begged  leave  to  aflure  the  right  honourable  gentle*  f^p,  pg^, 
nun,  that  when  he  contended  that  the  whole  of  the  petition 
OQgbt  to  be  gone  into^  he  did  not  abandon  the  ground  he  had 
be&re  gone  upon,  which  was,  that  the  petition  ought  not 
to  have  been  taken  into  the  confideration  of  the  Houfe  at 
2II ;  the  Houfe  had  decided  contrary  to  his  opinion  ;  it  was  1 

not  his  duty  to  contend  againft  their  decifion ;  it  was  there- 
fere  upon  the  ground  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  and  not 
upon  his  own  ground,  that  he  contended  for  the  petition  to 
be  confidered,  not  partially  but  altogether. 

Mr.  fVyndham  obferved  that,  thorou^ly  convinced  of  the     Mr. 
jaflice  of  the  rsafoning  of  his  right  honourable  friend  (Mr.   Wynd- 
Fox)  he  felt  himfelf  well  grounded  in  declaring  that  if  the     b*®- 
Hoofe  agreed  to  the  amendment,  they  would  a£t  inconfift* 
«ntly  with  the  principle  on  which  they  fet  out.     The  alle- 
gations contained  in  the  petition  went  to  a  complaint  agaii)ft 
the  whole  of  the  Managers  ;  why  then  were  they  not  all  to 
Ik  gpne  into  ?  For  what  purpofe  was  his  right  honourable 
friend  (Mr.  Burke)  to  be  fingled  out  from  the  herd  to  be  cen- 
furcd,  which  appeared  to  him. to  be  the  evident  intention,  by" 
confining  the  examination  of  the  petition  to  the  words  which 
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his  right  honourable  friend  had  ufed.    The  injury  occafioned 
by  thole  words,  if  an  injury,  had  been  done  full  ten  months 
ago,  before  a  numerous  audience;  why  was  it  not  complained 
of  at  that  moment  2  why  was  it  delayed  to  the  prefent  time  ? 
It  was,  in  his  opinion,  equally  undeferving  the  attention  of 
the  Houfe  with  any  of  the  other  allegations;  hut,  as  the 
Houfe  had  refolved  toconfid^r  the  petition,  he  wiihed  them 
to  confider  the  whole,  and  not  partially. 
Mr.  Pitt.      Mr.  Chancellor  Piti  faid,  that  in  anfwer  to  the  declaration 
of  the  honourable  gentleman  who  fpoke  laft^  that  the  proceed* 
ing  upon  the  words  relative  to  Nundcomar  was  folely  for  the 
purpofe  of  fingling  out  a  right  honourable  Manager  for  ex- 
clufive  cenfure,  he  need  only  remark,  that  it  could  not  be, 
according  to  the  repeated  aflertions  of  the  gentlemen  on  the 
oppofition  fide,  for  any  fuch  purpofe ;  for  they  bad  invariably 
and  conflantly  aflerted,  that  what  the  right  honourable  Ma* 
nager  (Mr.  Burke)  had  advanced  on  that  fubjeA,  wasafierted 
by  others  before,  and  that  though  the  right  honoumble  Ma« 
nager  might  be  principally  concerned  in  the  other  allegation^ 
he  was  far  from  being  exclufively  fo  in  the  prefent. 

Thequeflion  was  then  put  on  the  amendment;,  and  the 
Houfe  immediately  dividing,*  there  appeared  for  the  amend- 
ment. 

Ayes,  159;  Noes,  69.      Majofity,  90. 
Mr.  Gurney  being  then  called  in,  and  appearing 'at   the 
bar, 

Major  Scott  afked  him,  whether  he  had  taken  notes  on  the 
trial  of  Warren  Haftings^  Efquire  ? 
Mr.  Gurney  anfwered,  be  had* 

Major  Scott  next  aiked  him,  whether  he  had  thofe  notes 
about  him  which  he  had  taken  when  Mr.  Burke  was  fpeaking 
•f  Nundcomar?  ' 

Mr.  Gurney  anfwered,  he  had. 

Major  Scott  next  defired  the  witnefs  to  be  aiked  to  pro- 
duce them  ? 

Sir  Gilbert  Elliot  defired  that  the  witnefs  might  withdraw  ; 
and  Mr.  Gurney  having  immediately  withdrawn. 
Sir  GiH).      Sir  Gilbert  Elliot  objefted   to  that   partial  extrad  of  the 
fiUioci     fpeech  being  delivered,  which  could  not,  he  faid, -be  judged 
of,  when  feparated  from  the  context :  the  whole  fpeech,  he 
added,  if  any,  ought  to  be  delivered  in. 
I^j,.^  Mr.  Bearcroft  contended,  that  it  would  be  certainly  pro-* 

fiearcrofc.  P^**  evidence  to  afk,  if  particular  words  were  ufed  or  not ;  in 
anftver  to  fuch  queftion,  the  witnefs  would  undoubtedly  have 
a  right  to  confult  his  notes,  to  refrefli  his  memory ;  he  ne- 
ver heard,  in  any  court,  a  requifition  to  a  witnefs  to  deliver 
Op  his  noCeS'S  if  any  party  were  not  latisfied  with  the  tw'i*- 

denct 


jence  delivered^  they  would  be  at, liberty  t6  get  farther  in-         , 
iifination  bj  crofs  examination. 

Major  Scfti  laid  he  would,  if  agieeablie  to  the  Houfe,  men-  Maj-  Scou 
tion  the  particular  words  to  the  witnefs,  an  J  afk  him  whe- 
tker  thqr  were  ufed  by  Mr.  Burke  ? 

Mr.  Jdtm  coniidering  the  prefent  mode  of  examination  to  Mr.  Adam 

htf  ifl  agfeac  dq;ree^  analogous  to  an  anfwer  in  the  Court  of 

Qdooery,  was^  confequently,  for  the  whole  fpeech  being 

ynxloced,  as  it  was  impoffible  otherwife  fairly  to  decide  upon 

ajrpart.    His  right  honourable  friend  (Mr.  Burke)  had  ufed 

(k  werds  complained  of  in  the  courfe  of  opening  the  charge 

OQ indents;  in  opening  the  charge,  it  required  a  variety  of 

fatonent;  to  prove  the  part  of  the  charge  relating  to  the 

Maooy  fiegons,  it  was  necefTary  to  introdilce  Nundcomar, 

vholuHl  be«i  a  witnefs  to  much  of  that  tranfa<^ion  ;  to  proVe 

tie  words,  therefore,  ufed  by  the  right  honourable  Manager 

iamakiog  that  ftatement,  it  would  at   leaft  be  necefTary  to 

bvt  the  whole  of  that  part  of  his  fpeech  which  re)ate(1  to  the 

Moimy  Beguixi,  and  which  might  lead  to   a  very  different 

conftrudion  of  the  words  complained  of,  than  which  at  pre- 

lent  widK>ut  their  context  thev  feemed  to  bear. 

Tkut  Jbtorney  General  faid,  that   he  was  ready  to  admits  Attorney 

vkh  the  honoarable  gentleman  (Mr.  Adam)  that  the  prefent  General. 

jiRxeediog  might  in  fame  meafure  be  confidtred  as  analogous 

tow  anfwer  in  a  Court  of  Chancery,  where  the  party  which 

vasto  prove  words,  called- for  fuchas  they  thought  necefTary 

Ibrfach  proof:    the  other  party,  if  they 'were  difTatisHed, 

might  call  for   any  paSage  they  thought  nt,  to  throw  light 

spoo  any  pazt  which  they  conceived  might  bear  a  different 

oeaning.  »  He  could  not,  however,  fee  any  reafonable  ob- 

*sdionto  the  examination  propofed  of  Mr.  Gurney  ;  for,  as 

he  was  employed  by  that  Houfe  to  take  notes  of  the  proceed- 

^  on  the  trial,  the  notes  were  the  property  of  the  Houfe, 

ml  he  might  be  confidered  as  a  Committee  clerk;  as  his 

Botes  were  not  fo  intelligible  to  Members  as  the  notes  of  a 

Committee  clerk,  there  would  certninly  be  no  obje£lion  to 

ins  bdng  examined,  with  liberty  to  refrefh  his  memory  by  a 

reference  to  his  notes* 

Mr.  Adam  recommended  the  whole  to  belaid  before  them,  Mr. Adam 
Aat  each  party  might  be  enabled  to  judge  fully  and  fairly. 
He  contended,  that  until  fuch  time  as  the  whole  part  of  the 
fpeech  relative  to  Nundcomar  was  laid  before  the  Houfe,  it 
voaldbe  impoffible  for  them  to  proceed  to  an  impartial  de- 
ci£oa. 

Mr.  Bearemft  propofed,  firft,  to  let  the  party  complaining     ^'* 
hy  his  finger  on  the  words  complained  of  in  the  allegation  ^"*^^'®"' 
of  the  petition,  and  let  evidence  be  brought  to  that  point ; 
when  that  wascoadtidedy  let  the  other  party  crofs  examine^ 

K  a  and 
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and  bring  what  evidence  thej  thought  proper  for  an  expla- 
nation. 
Mr.  T0X4  Mr.  Fox  acknowledged  himfelf  incompetent  to  decide 
which  was  the  proper  mode  of  procedure^  when  two  fuch 
great  and  high  authorities  (Mr.  Bearcroft  and  the  Attorney 
General)  were  in  the  nioft  dire£l  contradt£lion  to  each  other, 
the  former  faying  that  the  right  courfe  would  be  to  examine 
the  fl\ort-hand  writer  as  a  common  witnefs  at  thebar,  while 
the  latter  was  of  opinion  that  Mr.  Gurney'a  notes  were  the 
property  of  tlie  Houfe,  and  that  he  might  be  considered  as  a 
clerk  ot  the  Committee.  If  the  latter  gentleman's  opinion 
was  right,  the  former's  muft  confequently  be  wrong ;  for  if 
the  notes  were  the  property  of  the  Houfe,  and  Mr.  Gumey 
might  be  confidered  as  a  Committee  clerk,  the  Houfe  ought 
to  order  the  whole  of  the  minutes  to  be  laid  before  them. 
The  honourable  and  learned  gentleman  had  faid  they  were 
unintelligible ;  let  them  be  tranflated,  and  let  them  come  be- 
fore the  Houfe  in  the  fame  manner  as  the  examinations  taken 
'  before  a  Committee.     The  Houfe  could  not,  with  any  pro- 

priety, proceed  until  they  came  to  a  marked  courfe.  He 
would  not  prefume  to  fay  which  of  the  honourable  and4earned 
gentlemen  were  right;  but  were  he  tochufethat  mode  which 
appeared  to  him  leail  exceptionable,  he  fhould  chufe  the  notes 
to  be  delivered  in,  rather  than  the  examination  of  Mr*  Gur- 
ney ;  for,  the  prefent  being  a  new  cafe,  of  proving  the  words 
of  a  member  fpoken  in  his  fenatorial  capacity,  by  a  perfon 
not  a  Member,  the  difficulty  with  refpedk  to  their  privileges 
would  in  a  certain  degree  be  avoided,  by  calling  for  Mr. 
Gurney's  minutes,  and  confidering  him  as  a  Committee 
clerk. 
Mr.  Pitt.  Mr.  Chancellor  Pin  declared  that,  for  his  own  part,  he 
was  at  a  lofs  to  difcover  any  contradi£(ion  in  the  arguments 
of  his  two  honourable  and  learned  friends,  the  one  faying 
Mr.  Gurney  might  he  examined  as  an  auditor,  and  fuflfered 
to  refer  to  his  notes,  and  that  he  might  be  crofs  examined  to 
elucidate;  the  other  faying  that  the  notes  being  taken  for  the 
'  Houfe,  were  the  property  of  that  Houfe;  that  as  they  were 
unintelligible  10  moft  gentlemen,  Mr.  Gurney  might  be  ex- 
.nmined,  and  fulFered  to  refer  to  them  ;  but  in  fo  laying,  h>s 
lionournble  and  learned  friend  did  not  mean  to  confider  the 
note- taker's  minutes  to  be  precifely  like  the  examination  ta- 
ken before  a  Committee,  nor  could  any  man  fuppole  it  wasfo 
meant,  the  notes  taken  in  the  Houfe,  or  in  a  Committee, 
being  under  the  infpedlion  of  the  Speaker,  or  Chairman,  aided 
by  the  Houfe.  He  conceived  they  were  debating  upon  a 
point  already  decided  by  the  Houfe,  namely,  that  Mr.  Gur- 
ney fhould  be  called  and  examined  on  the  allegation  renting 

to  words  ufed  concerning  the  death  of  Nui^dcomar. 

Mr. 


A.i7S^  DEBATE    S«  69 

Mr.  R*  agreed  tbat  thcT  Houfe  had  decided  that  Mr.  Gur-  Mr.  Foiu 
ney  was  to  be  examined  relative  to  the  woids  made  ufe  of 
cooceming  the  death  of  Niintfcomar ;  they  had  not,  how- 
ever, decided  in  what  capacity  he  was  to  be  examined,  whe- 
ther u  an  auditor,  or  as  a  Committee  clerk,  and  both  ways 
had  been  mentioned  as  right  by  the  learned  gentlemen  on  the 
oppoiite  fide  of  the  Houie. 

Thequeftion  being  then  put,  ^'  That  Mr.  Gurney  b« 
**  called  ia,**  it  was  agreed  to,  and  Mr*  Gurney  being  comt ' 
tothebar. 

Major  Scott  aikedblm  the  following  queftibn:  *'  Did  yoa 
*  bear  Mr.  £urke  fay,  before  the  Lords,  that  <  He  murdered 
**  that  man  by  the  hands  of  Sir  Elijah  Impey,'  or  words  to 
Mhatdfea/'  I 

Mr.  Gurney  anfwexed,    *<  I  remember  words  to  that  ef* 

The  Speaker  having  defiredhim  to  look  to  his  notes,  b* 
immediately  read  the  following  words  of  Mr.  Burke:  '^  For 
^  he  murdered  that  man  by  the  hands  of  Sir  £lijah  Impey.** 

Major  Scott  next  afked  hirn^  Was  it  in  au  audible  voice^ 
smiaddrefied  to  the  Lords  ? 

Mr.  Gurney  anfwered.  Yes. 

Major  Scott  alked,  Who,  in  your  opihion,  did  Mr.  Burke 
oean  by  the  words  •*  he,"  and  "  that  man  ?" 

Mr.  Harrifon  moved,  "  That  the  witnefs  withdraw." 

Mr.  Gurney  being  withdrawn, 

Mr.  Harrifon  objected  to  the  lafl  queftion  as  exceedingly     Mr. 
improper  and  extraordinary  to  be  pu^  and  would  never  agree  HanrifeB. 
to  a  firanger  being  aiked  his  opinion  of  the  meaning  of  a  Mem* 
bei's  words. 

Major  Scott  fubmitpng  to  withdraw  the  queftion,  Mr* 
Gurney  was  again  called  in. 

Mr*  Burges  aiked  him,  What  were  the  words  in  the  fame 
fentence,  inunediately  preceding  the  words  you  have  juft 
mentioned  ? 

Mr.  Gurney  anfwered,  ^<  There  is  an  aSlton  more  odious 
''  than  the  zGt  lie  attempts  to  cover."    He,  &c. 

Mr.  Burges.  What  were  the  words  immediately  preced- 
ing, tending  to  prove,  in  your  opinion,  what  Mr.  Burke 
meant  by  the  word  "  he  r" 

Mr  Gurney  underwent  a  long  examination,  which  was  at- 
tended with  much  defultory  debate,  in  which  Mr.  Fox,  Mr. 
Burges,  Mr.  fiearcroft,  Sir  Grey  Cooper,  Mr.  lAidley  Ry- 
der, Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt,  Mr.  RoUe,  Mr.  Yanfittart^  and 
other  gentlemen  took  part. 

A  long  paflage  of  Mr.  Burke's  fpeech  immediately  leading 

to^  and  folkwing  the  words  complained  of^  was  read. 

As 
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;  As  foon  as  Mr.  Fox  had  fini(hed  examining  Mr,  Gar- 

ney.,  ■  ••   •  ,.  ,  ••    . 

Marq.of  - .  The  Marquis  of  Graham  explained  the  grounds  on  which 
Graham,   he  thought  it  incumbent  on  him  to  make  a  motion  concerning 
the  fubjedl  which  had  lately  occupied  fo  much  of  the  atten* 
tiQn.of  ihe  Houfe.  .  The  Marquis  thought  that  the  Mana-i* 
gers  could  not  hav^  been  warranted  in  bringing  forward  th# 
charge  of  Mr*  Haftings  being  concerned  in  what  bad  been 
termed  th^  murder  of  Nundcomar^t^nlefs  tbey.ha^doneit,  not 
collaterally,  but  as  a  fpecific  charge,  capable  of  inveftigatiott 
and  defence.     Mr.   Ha(tings  was  under  the  profecution  of 
that  Houfe,  and  in  a  fituation  which  entitled  him  to  ever  j- 
protedioathey  could  ppffibly  extend  to*  him. :  It  had  beea 
exceedingly  well  fald  by  an  honourable  and  learned  gentlemati 
in  tht  debate  of  Friday,  that  Mr.  HaAings  ought  not  ta  be 
weighed  down  by  the  weight  of  his  accufers,  but  by  the 
weight  and  confequence  of  his  crimes.    No  charge,  there- 
fore, ought  to  be  preferred  againft  him,  which  could  not'  be 
proved  at  the  bar  of  the  Houfe  of  Lords,     The  Marquis  af^ 
i'ured  gentlemen  on  the  othev  lide,  that  he  meant  nothing 
perfonal  in  his  motion,  and  that  he  (hould  he  extremely  un*- 
happy  if  it  fhould  have  the  fatal  effefl  of  putting  an  end  to  a 
profecution  in  which  ihe  honour  and  charadler  ot  that  Houfe 
were  deeply  engaged.     If,  therefore,  the  impeachment  were 
not  carried  forward,  he  for  one  fliould  be  extremely  iiwry, 
becaufehe  was  convinced  it  would  leave  an  indelible  ftain  on 
'    the  chara£ler  of  that  Houfe,  and  on  the  people  of  Engbnd. 
He  now  moved,  "  That  no  dirc£lion  or  authority  was  given 
^^  by  this  Houfe  to.theConYnittee  appointed  to  managethe 
"  impeachment  againft  Warren  Failings,  Efq.  to  make  any 
**  charge  or  allegation  againft  the  faid  Warren  Haftings, 
'<  Efq.  refpe£ling  the  condemnation  or  execution  of  Nund- 
"  comar.** 

Colonel  Phipps  (econded  the  motion.     It  was  then  read 
from  the  Chair. 
Mr.  Mr.  Sheridan  afked  if  that  was  the  only  meafure  intended 

Sheridan,  to  be  brought  forward,  or  whether  it  was  to  be  followed  up 
by  any  other  refolution  ? 

Marq.  of     /Tjjg  Marquis  of  Graham  anfwered,  that  at  prefent  he  knew 

Graham.    ^^^  ^^  ^^^  ^^^^^  intended  refolution. 

Mr.  Fox.  Mr.  Fox  obfcrved,  that  granting  this  to  be  the  cafe,  he  for 
one  faw  no  ohje&ion  to  it,  and  fliould  not  trouble  the  Houfe 
viiihany  arguments  againft  it,  fince  fuhfequently  to  the  pair- 
ing of  the  motion,,  it  would  prove  fuUy  cororpeteot  &r  his 
right  honourable  friend  (Mr.  Burke)  01  any  other  Managef, 
to  I'epeat  the  fame  expreffions* 
Mr.  riit.  ^'''^  Cliancellor  Piu  haying  premifid  that  it  gave  him 
'  great  fatisfaflion  to  difcover  that  the  motion  was  not  likely 

to 
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to  meet  with  oppolition,  exprefled  his  eartieft  hopes  that  it 
toold  con? ince  the  right  honourable  gentleman   how  pre- 
maturely he  had  argued,  at  the  beginning  of  the  debate^ 
in  imagining  that  any  perfon   would  have  endeavoured  t<$ 
have  drawn  other  confequences  from  the  petition   of  Mr. 
Hafting$y  than  thofe  to  which  it  naturally  pointed.     He  was 
glad  to  find  that  it  met  with  the  right  honourable  gentleman's 
xqtiiefcence,  and  that  they  were  likely  to  a<Sl,  as  they  ought 
s>do  in  ail  matters  of  public  juflice,  unanimoufly.     The  in- 
jury done  to  Mr.  Haftings  confifted  in  his  being  charged  with 
icrioK  judicially  before  a  judicial  <;ourr.     There  were  very 
iboDg grounds  of  complaint,  undoubtedly,  in  fuch  a  circu^- 
iaoce,  and  eompfaint  having  been  made  to  that  Houfe,  it 
fas  incumbent  on  them  to  take  fome  meafure,  for  the  fake* 
offatisfying  the  injured  party •     Two  modes  of  condud  were 
oKn  to  them ;  they  fkould  either  prefer  that  charge  in  fuch 
aihapeas  might  enable  Mr.  Haftings  to  meet  it  fairly,  and 
ikfendhimfelf  againft  it,  or  they  jQiould  let  it  be  underftood 
liacfoch  a  charge  had  not  been  authorized  by  them.     He 
Maifd,  he  did  not  wifli  to  go  farther  in  throwing  any  cen- 
imoa  him  who  h^  made  the  charge,  than  for  the  purpofe 
iiomg  that  juftice  to  Mr.  Haflings  which  he  thought  he  had 
i&ir  title  to  claim.     And  though,  upon  this  occafion,  it 
pfe  him  great  fatisfa^iion  to  have  heard  the  right  honour- 
i*^  gentleman  declare  the  motion  had  his  acqulefcence,  yet 
.Hcmuft  obferve,  that  he  felt  no  fmall  degree  of  regret  to  hear 
theright  bonoiirable  gentleman  declare  that,  after  this  mo- 
tion, it  would  be  fiilly  competent  to  him  to  repeat  the  words, 
{{tefpeaktng  of  which  bad  occafioned  the  Houfe  fo   much 
trouble.    He  wifhed  not,  however,  to  fay  any  thing  that 
Ikoold  pique  or  provoke  the  right  honourable  gentlem<in  to 
make  the  experiment ;  but  he  owned  that  his  regret  was 
nixed  with  much  hope,  that,  upon  calm  refledtion,  theright 
Woorable  gentleman  would  fee  the  impropriety  of  attempt- 
i^  any  fuch  condudl.    Indeed,  When  he  confidered  the  good . 
fcnfcand  good  temper  of  the  right  honourable  gentleman 
9Tcr  the  way,  when  hfe  confidered  his  judgement,  and  his 
tWough  knowledge  of  what  was  due  to  his  own  dignity  as' 
)  Manager,  he  could  not  avoid  concluding  that  a  fimilar  de- 
ci^tion  would  not  hereafter  iffue  from  the  lips  of  the  right' 
knourabk  gentleman,  or  any  of  the  Managers. 

Mr.  Fox  begged  leave  to  have  it  underftood,  that  the  rea-  Mr.  Fox. 
^  why  he  acquiefced  in  the  motion  was,  becaufe  it  implied* 
^cenfnreon  his  right  honourable  friend,  and  becaufe  he 
flJuld  not  take  this  declaration  of  the  Houfe  for  any  proof 
tHat  it  was  wrong,  according  to  the  opini6n  of  the  Houfo, 
u)  his  right  honourable  friend  to  have  introduced  the  words 
'tiative  toth((  murder  of  Nundcomar.    There  was  not  ctm 

word 
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word  in  the  refolution  which  implied  that  his  right  honour* 
able  friend  ought  not  to  have  made  the  charge  in  the  way  he 
did.    Mr;  Fox  entering  into  a  diftindtion  between  a  murdei; 
technically  fo  called,  and  a  murder  morally  and  fubftantially 
confidered,  deiired  to  recal  to  the  minds  of  gentlemen,  that 
laft  year  an  honourable  Baronet  (Sir  Gilbert  Elliot)  brought 
forward  thebufinefs  of  Sir  Elijah  Impey,  and  accufed  him  of 
a  legal  murder.     He  had  himfelf,  Mr.  Fox  declared,  faid  it 
after  that  honourable  Baronet,  and  neither  of  them  met  with 
any  cenfure.     And   why  >    Becaufe  neither  of  them  talked 
of  a  murder  in  the  technical  fenfe  of  the  word,  but  as  a  raif- 
demeanor.     His  right  honourable  friend  brought  no  charge 
of  murder,  as  a  direA  charge  of  murder,  but  in  the  courfe  of 
opening  another  charge,  he  introduced  the  imputation,  in 
order  to  prove,  that  if  Nundcomar's  evidence  was  attempted 
to  be  difcredited,  he  fhould  bring  forward  fadls  which  would 
fhew,  that  thofe  who  attempted  to  difcredit  Nandcomar,  had 
a£led  bafely,  and  deferved  difcredit  themfelves.     Adverting 
to  what  had  fallen  from  the  Attorney  General  on  the  preced- 
ing Friday,  he  obferved,  that  the  honourable  and  learned 
Member  had  made  a  declaration  relati^  to  the  eyes  of  all 
Europe  behig  upon  us,  and  that  a  ftain  had  been  caft  on  the 
criminal  juftice  of  the  country*     It  would  be  difgraceful  to 
the  honourable  and  learned  gentleman's  charadler,  if,  afcer 
fuch  a  declaration,  he  did  not  come  forward  with  a  motion  to 
remove  the-Managers  that  night.    With  regard  to  the  latter 
part  of  the  right  honourable  gentleman's  fpeech,  he  did  not 
clearly  comprehend  it*  The  right  honourable  gentleman  was 
pleafed  to  talk  of  his  good  fenfe  and  good  temper  ;  he  was  al- 
ways proud  of  the  right  honourable  gentleman's  praife  ;  hot 
he  really  knew  not  what  it  meant*    If  it  meant  that  the  pre- 
fent  motion  were  an  indireA  cenfure  upon  the  Managers, 
and  that  it  was  intended  to  reftrain  the  Managers  from  car- 
rying on  the  profecution  in  the  manner  which,    in  their 
judgement,  was  not  likely  to  infure  fuccefs,  then  it  muft 
put  an  end  to  the  trial*    If  they  were  to  look  upon  it  as  a 
declaration  that  they  were  to  go  on  with  the  trial,  but  that 
it  was  as  much  as  to  fav,  <*  Take  heed,  gentlemen^  you 
**  fpeak  at  your  peril,  and  if  you  allude  to  the  execution  of 
**  Nundcomar,  we  will  cenfure  you ;"  if  it  meant  that,  he 
'  muft  fay,  that  the  prefent  Managers  were  not  men  for  fuch 
treatment*    They  confidered  themfelves  as  being  warranted 
to  proceed  to  the  heft  of  their  judgements,  always  fubjedl 
to  the  opinion  of  that   Houfe*    They   had  flattered  them- 
/        felves,  that  there  was  fome  feeling  and  generofitv  in  the 
Houfe ;  they  flattered   themfelves  that  they  had  the  confi- 
dence of  the  Houfe ;  they  flattered  themfelves  that  if  they 
4iA  OQt  deferve  the  confidence  of  the  Houfe>  they  (hould  not 

be 
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be  Mered  to  (land  in  the  defpicable  fituation  of  having  the 
profecution  in    their  hands,  without  the  confidence  of  the 
Hoiife.    If  they  did  not  merit  the  confiilence  of  f]ie  Houfe, 
hetnifted  that  they  (hould  be  fairlv  and  dillindily  told  fo  ; 
aad  they  were  not  to  confult  how  far  their  condu(5i  might  of 
might  not  difpleafe  the  right   honourable  gentleman  who 
fpokelaft.     Let  gentlemen  think  how  the  lioufe  froodcom- 
pofed,  of  three  different  defcriptions  of  perfons ;  of  the  warm 
and  lealons  friends  of  the  profecution,  of  the  enemies  of  the 
profectitfon,  and  oFthofe  who  profeflVd  to  l^e  fr  ends  of  the 
profecution,  hot  who,  lending  their  weight  to  the  enemies 
ofthe  prolecution,  made  their  fcale  preponderate.     Would 
not  ibis  latter   fairly  /hew  that  the  Judges  were  not  the 
blends  hut  the  enemies  of  the  profecution ;  and  while  this 
were  (b,  it  tnuft  be  evident  that  the  enemies  to  the  profecu* 
tion  mnfl  prevail.     In  refpedl  to  the  future  prcgrefs  of  the 
profecution,   the  Managers   mud  a£l  to  the  beil  of  their 
judgement.      Was  the  motion  meant  as  a  cenfure,  or  was  it 
not?  Let  gentlemen  fpeak  out  f.iirl Vr     If  it  was,  they  (hould 
know  what  condudl  they  ought  to  follow.     He  knew  the 
opinion  of  the  right  honourable  gentleman  over  tht  way  on 
the  charge  relative  toCheyi  Sing,  to  l)e  different  from  his  ; 
Aotvith {landing  which,  he  delivered  his  own  opinion  at  the 
fcarof  the  Houi'c  of  Lords,  and  not  that  of  the  right  ho- 
norable gentleman.     If  in  fumming  up  the  prefent  charge, 
he  Ihcalcl  feel  it  proper  to  fay,  that  the  e^cecution  of  Nund- 
comar  appeared  to  him  to  be  a  murder,  he  would  contend 
farther,  that  in  accuiing  a  man  of  one  mifdemeanor,  whicii 
he  anempted  to  remove,  he  might  ^fupport  it  by  another, 
Mr.  Fox  illuftrated  this  point,  by  the  cafe  of  a  captain  of  a 
/hip,  agiinft  whom  murder  was  charged,  on  account  of  his 
having  thrown  his  flaves  overboard,  in  order,  by  that  charge, 
to  defeat  the  owners*  claim  of  infuraiKe.     He  declared  thai 
hefaw  no  principle  of  law,  reafon,  or-juftice,  why  he  fhould 
i>ot,  in  fupportof  one  charge,  call  in  the  aid  of  another,  to 
make  it  ftrong  and  complete.     If  it  fliould  fall  in  his  way  to 
mention  the  execution  of  Nundcomar,  he  muft  mention  it 
as  one  which  involved  in  it  morally  the  crime  of  murder.  He 
profeflcd  openly  and  plainly  what  bethought  his  duty;  and 
as  to  the  general  effe6l  of  what  bad  paffed  on  the  fubje(5l,  it 
remained  neither  for  the  right  honourable  gentleman  nor  him 
to  fay.     He  declared  that  he  thought  the  proceedings  of  ths 
laft  lew  days  infinitely  difgraceful  te   that  Houfe,  and  infi- 
nitely dangerous  to  every  future  impeachment,  and  though 
it  were  late  to  move  any  thing  then,  yet   fiiould  he  ever 
have  a  profpeft  of  a  majority,  he  would  attempt  to  expunge 
all  tly  proceedings  on  the  fubjedt.    Thofe  wlio  had  exam'uWi 
theconftitutionof  the  country  with  a   political  eye^  would 
Vol,  XXVI.  L  :.gre« 
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agree  that  more  danger  to  the  privileges  of  the  Houfe  had 
occorred  within  thefe  few  days,  than  for  this  century  paft; 
becaufe,  though  every  part  gt  our  conftitution  tended  to  give 
it  (Irength  and  cohefion,  there  were  certain  corner  ilones, 
main  props,  and  timbers  which  were  eflential  to  its  longevity^ 
and  exiftence.  The  privileges  of  Parliament,  and  the  in- 
quiGtorial  powers  of  thac  Houfe  were  of  this  defcription,  and 
they  would  be  materially  afFefled  by  the  prefent  proceedings. 

Mr.  Mr.  SUr'uian  faid  that  he  certainly  had  declared  in  Weft- 

Sheridan,  minfter  hall,  that  he  thought  the  execution  of  Nundcomar 
a  foul  murder;  would  any  gentleman  who  had  tead  the  trial, 
or  would  the  right  honourable  gentleman  oppofite  to  him 
ftand  up  and  declare  that  he  was  confcientiouQy  convinced 
that  he  ought  to  have  been  executed  ?  If  the  Houfe  com- 
manded him  not  to  allude  to  the  tranfa£lions  in  queftion,  he 
lliould  certainly  pay  obedience;  but  if  it  did  not,  he  fliould 
think  that  he  deferted  his  duty,  if  he  omitted  to  charge 
Nundcomar's  execution  as  a  murder. 

Mr.  Mr.  M'yndham  obferved  that  he  had  heard  nothing  of  the 

Wynd-    aflurances  that  the  words  complained  of  were  irrelevant  to 

ham.  the  charge  of  the  prefents,  and  of  the  pledges  to  prove  them: 
he  declared  he  commended  their  prudence,  becaufe  it  would 
be  the  ftrangeft  of  all  doiSlrines  to  fay,  you  that  are  arguing 
one  fa<Sl,  cannot  allude  to  a  greater.  It  had  been  afked,  was 
murder  a  fubordinate  and  inferior  adl  ?  Mr.  Wyndham  faid, 
it  might  be  fubordinate,  becaufe  he  was  not  fpeaking  of 
f  murder  as  a  crime,  but  as  a  proof.  He  declared  that  his 
right  honourable  friend  was  ftriiily  authorized  in  what  he 
did.  If  it  were  wrong,  the  Houfe  of  Lords  had  not  fulfilled 
tlieirduty.  And  (hould  they  prefume  they  had  not  ?  Were 
they  fo  particularly  hoftilc  to  the  prifoner,  that  he  fhould 
be  delivered  over  to  the  Houfe  of  Commons  ?  Mr.  Wynd- 
ham remarked  on  the  Angularity  of  the  prifoner's  applying 
to  his  accufer*s  for  redrels.  He  alluded  to  Mr.  Mitford's 
obfervation,  that  Mr.  Haftings  had  appealed  from  thejuAice 
of  the  Houfe  of  Lords,  to  the  candour  of  the  Houfe  of 
Commons,  dnd  faid  that  if  the  honourable  and  learned  gen* 
tleman  had  been  to  mark  the  infult  offered  to  the  Houfe  of 
Lords,  it  could  not  have  been  pointed  out  in  a  more  flriking 
manner.  Mr.  Wyndhatn  having  added  that  he  {hould  ftill 
contend,  that  in  fupporting  a  charge  for  a  mifderoeanor,  it 
mighf  prove  warrantable  to  alledge  higher  crimes,  concluded 
with  the  obfervation,  that  the  Managers  were  put  into  the 
moft  degrading  fituation  in  the  world,  but  that  no  perfon 
was  difgraced  by  any  circumfiance  which  did  not  arife  out  of 
his  own  condu^ ;  and  their  condu£l  he  trufted  was  fuchf 
that  the  Houfe  might  rain  and  thunder  its  menaces,  whilA 
6  they 
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oey  woald  not  only  bear  the  fury  of  the  florm,  but  burft 

bth  from  it  even  with  an  augmented  fplendor. 

Mr.  Chancellor  P//r  begged  leave,  m  anfwer  to  the  in-  Mr.  Pitt, 
uooatioas  of  three  honourable  gentlemen^  whether  they 
ought  not  to  be  afraid  of  voting  the  quedion,  left  it  ihould 
be  made  a  pretext  for  quitting  the  profecution  of  juAice,  to 
£are  them  that  he,  for  one,  fhould  be  of  opinion  that  no 
fcch  pretext  could  be  taken.  The  right  honourable  gentle- 
siQ  efpecially,  had  talked  of  his  didlating  what  (hould  and 
That  ihould  not  be  their  condud ;  he  (hould  hold  himfelf  ' 
piky  of  ftrong  prefumption  indeed,  if  he  were  to  didlate  to  • 
6eHoufe;  but  he  never  would  (brink  from  giving  his  opi- 
BJon,  as  a  Member  of  Parliament,  upon  every  fubjedl  which 
cime  under  difcuffion  in  that  Houfe,  and  as  the  honourable 
pnticmen  were  fo  anxious  about  the  honour  of  the  Houfe, 
beadvifed  them  to  take  care  of  their  own  honour,  and  he  and 
ibofe  who  a£led  with  him,  would,  on  their  part,  prove  at 
left  equally  cautious  of  the  prefervation  of  theirs. 

Mr.  Fgx  anfwered,  that  he  felt  himfelf  juftified  in  ftill  Mr.  Fox. 
periifting  to  declare  that  he  would  call  Nundcomar's  execu- 
tion a  murder,  unlefs  that  Houfe  told  him  to  the  contrary, 
'*ai  that  the  Managers,  he  contended,  ought  to  be  enabled  ■ 
tficnderftand  explicitly  what  the  motion  meant.  The  right 
k»urable  gentleman  had  faid  he  would  not  flirink  from  de- 
iTcrlng  his  opinion.  He  knew  not  how  the  right  honour- 
able gentleman  might  adl,  but  no  tyrant  ever  fent  men  to  a 
ifiore  arduous  and  perilous  fervice  than  that  which  they  were 
felt  opon.  There  never  were  fuch  duplicity  and  treachery 
a  the  conduct  purfued  that  day.  They  meant  to  caft  a  flur 
on  the  proceedings  of  the  Managers,  and  were  afraid  to 
2T0W  the  violent  injuftice  of  fuch  an  intention. 

The  Marquis  of  GraAtfm  faid,  that  he  had  wiflied  not  to  Marq.  of 
a3  otherwife  than  delicately  to  the  Managers,  but  the  de-  Graham. 
bate  had  changed  the  face  of  things,  ahd  fince  they  inCnuated 
that  they  could  not  go  on  without  getting  themfelves  into  a 
caoiiderable  fcrape,  becaufe  the  motion  did  not  condemn  the 
words  already  fpoken,  he  would  rtiove  an  amendment,  to 
remo?e  that  objedtion.  The  Marquis  then  added  to  the 
aotion  thcfe  words,  "  And  that  the  words  of  tlie  Right 
•*  Hon.  Edmund  Burke,  one  of  the  faid  Managers^  viz  he 
"  (meaning  Warren  Haftings,  Efq.)  murdered  that  man, 
^  (meaning  Nundcomar)  by  the  hands  of  Sir  Elijah  Impey, 
*  ought  not  to  have  been  fpoken*' 

Colonel  Phipps  feconding  th  s  motion,  he  declared  that  he    Colonel 
^as  aduatcd  by  no  perfonal  impulfe  to  fupport  the  motion,    Pbipps. 
li  it  now  ftood ;  he  knew  nothing  more  of  the  right  honour- 
able Manager  than  his  public  C9ndudt  and  chara6ler,   and 
with  Mr.  Haftings  he  bad  no  connexion.     But  he  thought 

L  2  ^1^^ 
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the  honour  of  the  Hpufe  required  that  Mr.  Haft^ng$  fliould 
have  fome  redrefs  aflForded  him  for  the  havy  injury  ho  had 
fuflaiued  in  being  made  the  objeft  of  a' public  charge  of  mur- 
der. With  regard  to  the  confidence  of  that  Houfe,  the 
Managers  had  pofTefled,  and  would  be  honoured  with  it, 
unlefs  they  forfeited  it  by  a<Sling  in  a  very  abfurd  mariner; 
but  they  certainly  had  been  indulgt^d  by  the  Houfe  tq  fo 
great  a  degree,  that  it  appeared  to  him  that  they  were  in  dan- 
ger of  becoming  fpoilt  children^  and  doing  mifchief  if  they 
were  not  checked  in  time. 
Mr.  Fox.  Mr.  Fox  rofe  to  move,  by  way  of  amendment^  that  al- 
though in  the  charge  exhibited  by  the  Commons  of  Great 
Britain,  upon  which  the  Houfe  voted  the  Impeachment, 
there  are  the  following  words,  viz  "  That  the  evidence  of 
*^  this  man,  (meaning  Nundcomar)  not  having  been  entered 
*^  into  at  the  time  when  it  might  and  ought  10  have  been 
**  done  by  the  fiiiJ  Warren  Mailings,  remains  juftly  in  force 
"againft  him,  and  is  not  abated  by  the  capital  punifhment 
**  of  the  faid  Nundcomar,  but  rather  continued  by  the 
**  time  and  .  circuraftances  in  which  the  accufer  of  the  fid 
*^  Warren  Haflings  fulFered  death,  and  to  which  charge  the 
"  faid  Warren  Kuftings,  at  the  bar  of  this  Houfe,  made  the 
**  following  anfwer,  viz.  *  To  the  malicious  parts  of  this 
**  charge,  which  is  the  condemnation  of  Nuiidcomar  for  a 
*'  forgery,  I  do  declare  in  the  moft  folcmn  and  unrefc-rved 
*'  mannt^r,  that  1  have  no  concern  either  dirftclly  or  indi- 
**  rtfljy  in  the  apprehending,  profecuting,  or  execution  of 
"  Nundcomar.'  And  dlthongh  the  Managers  who  have  been 
**  appointed  by  the  Houfe  to  arrange  the  evidence  and  en- 
**  force  the  charges  agninft  the  faid  Wnrren  Haflings,,  are 
**  of  opinion,  the  faid  declaiation  ufed  by  the  faid  Right 
**  Hon.  Edmund  Burke,  were  effentinl  to  the  fupport  of  one 
**  of  the  principal  charges  voted  by  this  Houfe.'* 

Thefe  amendments  having  been  read  from  the  chair, 
Mr.  fox  riling,  remarked  that  the  only  perfon  on  the  other 
fide  the  Houfe,  who  had  delivered  his  fentirnents  plainly  and 
without  the  leaft  referve,  v/ as  the  honourable  gentleman  who 
fpoke  lafi:*;  and  he  ventured  openly  to  declare  that  the  con- 
du£k  of  the  Managers  had  b^n  abfurd  and  unjuft.  With 
what  face,  Mr.  Fox  faid,  could  tliey  go  into  Weftminfter 
Hall  and  carry  on  the  trial,  when  they  muft  know  that  the 
Court  would  have  heard  that  they  were  the  moft  unjuft 
and  abfurd  men  whom  the  Houfe  of  Commons  could  feleft 
out  of  their  whole  bcdy  to  contludl  the  proceedings  ?  Un- 
doubtedly in  the  articles  of  impeachment  the  murder  of  Nund- 
comar was  omitted,  hecaufe  it  was  not  fo  much  an  objedl  of 
charge,  as  a  pn^of  of  charge.  Mr.  Haflings  had  anfwcred 
it  himfelf,  therefore^  he  had  thought  it  materi^il  to  ftate/  that 

if 
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if  theH0de<^'CofllMkioiB«  cenfai^ed*  a-  Manaf^v  hiT  haH'tber. 
jpplauic  of  every  ronn  eng;aged  iii>  the  fame  caofe*     WitK<  rtF- 
gaid'to  the  firft  motiofi^  he  did  not  objeA  to  it,  beemfe'  it- 
implied  no  ceafare-;  he  objeAed  to  that,'  becaofd  ir  did  iin<»' 
plyacenfuns    This  was  a  moft*  extrsiordinary  ifi'6ceid1rtg& 
In&osA  of  an  inftnidion  to  the  Managers  h6v9i  to  ad'  in  ftK     ' 
tiire,  vhich-ought  to  have  bcfen  voted^^  they  V9«)tf  calli^  oiT  " 
to  vote  a  cenfore.  for  what  Was  pafled.     Bechufey  asfwasfat- 
M  declared,  no  cel>fure-was  to*  be^  pafled,^  the' n6ble  Mar*' 
<fHt  paflks  a  cenfure.    They  meant  at  firft  to  carry  a'C^urtiy 
£oocealed  cenfure^    Now  they  vote  a*  direSt  cenfun^:     Ic 
Ihiwri  the  fpirit  of  their  proceedings^  and  that  th^]jh  ch6fe' 
toad  vHtb  the  duplicity  vrith   ¥v*hich  they  were  cha!f|ed; 
Such  conda£l  in  the  two  honourable  gentl^tnenl,  whoifioved- 
ffld  fecooded  the*  motion^  was  inthe  higheft^  degree  feaiidft^* 
lotts  and  indecent — 

Mr  Fox  was  called  to  ord^r  by 

Colonel  Pbipps,  who  faid,  he  was  glad  he  had  not  c^iHed   Colond 
the  right  honourable  gentleman  to  order  fooner^  as  he  fear^    Phipps. 
klboald  not  have  been  able  to  have  preferved  his  tamper. 
The  Colonel  declared  that  he  would  not  be  told  thit  he  afitfd 
m  that  Houfe  with  duplicity  and  treachery,  nor  that  his  coit- 
^  was  in  the  ht^eft  degree  indecent  and  fcandaloas*.  Such  ' 
ktguage  ought  not  to  be  ufed  within  thofe  walls,  and  would 
Bot  be  tolerated  between  gentlemen,  nor  perhaps  ventured  toi 
k  fpoken  in  another  place. 

The  cry  of  Order !  wos  general  from  the  OppoHtion  fide.^ 

Mr.  Fox  faid,  he  held  the  honourable  gentleman^s  WOrd^'Mr.  Fe«* 
in  the  utmoft  contempt. 

Mr.  Francis  faid,  in  the  hearing  of  the  Chair,  the  hdHdul^      Mr. 
aUe  gentleman  had  thrown  out  a  menaces  Frtncii, 

Mr. Chancellor  Pitt  moved^  **  That  theilrangerswldi^'  - 
«  draw.^ 

Thegallery  was  accordingly  cleared* 

Mr.  Chancellor  Pht  remiiriced,  that  he  bad  not  th(A3gfct  it  Mr.  Pitt. 
neteflary  before  to  trouble  the  Houfe  with  much  ax|iiniiient! ' 
Dpon  the  queftion^  becaufe  he  entertained  a'  hope  tU2(t  th^<' 
HoureweuM  be  agreed.     He  had  been  flrongly  caltdd  \ipdn/^* 
indeed,  to  bring  forward  his  arguments,  as  he  had'  pi^Cniltfed9<> 
bnt  while  there  appeared  a  poffibility  of  agreeing  in  thefalii^** 
vote,  he  did  not  wiih  either  to  take  up  the  time  of  the  H5i|]f6;^  • 
or  to  provoke  more  difpute  than  was  abfolutely  netXtEitf' 
Dpon  the  prefent  fubjedt.     He  muft,  however,  now  ft^e'  thtf  * 
guHind  upon  which  he  proceeded,  and  he  begged,  in  the  firS^* 
pl^e,  to  draw  gentlemen's  attention  to  the  main  p6int  iit^* 
difpute  between  him  and  the  right  honourable  gentlei^^tl  (MY/ 
Fox.)    The  ground  of  the  right  honourable  gentteifliin-'wlil^* 
this— Tbat- the  Houfe  could  not  reftri^  the  Mad^gere  with  ;^ 

out 
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ovt  difmlffing  them ;  the  right  honourable  gentleman  had 
ftated  it  broadly  as  an  univerfal  truth — That  men  employed 
by  others  as  Managers,  or  agents,  never  could  or  ought  to 
be  reflridied  in  any  point,  but  if  they  went  beyond  the  poT^ers 
committed  to  them,  that  they  ought  to.  be  dil'mifTed ;  that 
•  there  was  no  cafe  conteivable  in  which  it  was  fit,  in  any 
manner  or  degree,  to  reftrain  a  Manager;  but,  let  the  nature 
of  the  bufinefs  be  what  it  would,  let' the   progrefs  already 
made  be  what  it  would,  let  the  inconvenience  and  difficulty 
of  chufing  new  Managers  be  ever  fo  great,  ftill,  if  the  leaft 
reAridlion  of  the  prefeiit  Managers  (eemed  neceffary;  their 
inftant  difmiffion  was  the  only  poilibie  plan   of  proceeding. 
He  would  venture  to  aflert  the  contrary  opinion,  without 
much  fear  of  being  thought  abfurd  or  extravagant.     There 
were  many  cafes  imaginable  in  which  perfons  might  fotne- 
what  exceed  their  powers,  and  thus  render  fome  reftridtion 
or  oBfervation  upon   their  conduft  very  proper,  while    it 
might  be  highly  improper  to  difmifs  them ;   but,  although 
every  man's  imagination  might  fuggeft  a  variety  of  cafes  to 
which  this  obfervation  would  apply,  yet  he  queAioned  whe- 
ther any  cafe  could  be  imagined  to  which  it  would  apply  fo 
ftrongly  as  to  the  prefent.     He  need  not  enter  farther  into 
this  point ;    let  gentlemen  refleffc  a  momeht,  let  them  turn 
their  minds  to  the  prefent  impeachment,  and  they  could  not 
fail  to  fee  how  ftrongly  and  how  fairly  the  obfervation s  ap- 
plied to  it.     The  right  honoufable  gentleman  had  alluded  to 
the  cafe  of  a  (hip's  captain,  againft  whom  murder  had  been 
charged  in  throwing  his  flaves  overboard,  in  order  by  that 
charge  to  defeat  the  owner's  claim  ofinfurance;  and  upon 
this  he  had  grounded  an  argument,  that  the  very  crime  of 
murder  might  be   legally  charged,  in  order  to  eftabliih  fome 
other  point;  there  could  be  no  obje&ion  to  try  the  prefent 
cafe  by  the  one  fcippoled ;  let  the  cafes,  however,  be  made 
alike,  and  let  a  true  parallel  be  drawn.     In  the  cafe  of  Mr. 
Haftings,  the  murder  was  charged,  in  order  to  difcredit  his 
chara£ler;  this  was  contrary  to  every  principle  of  legal  evi- 
dence ;  it  was  a  rule^in  the  courts,  that  no  fafkcan  be  given 
in  evidence  to  difcredit  a  witnefs;  ftill  lefs  could  a  charge  of 
murder  be  made  in  order  to  difcredit  any  one*     In  the  cafe  of 
the  captain  alluded  to,  the  murder  of  the  (laves  was  an  nc- 
tual  part  of  the  caufe,  and  was  itfelf  the  occafion  of  the  lofs 
of  property  claimed   from  the  underwriters ;  undoubtedly, 
therefore,  it  was  fit  it  (hould  be  proved.     In  the  prefent  cafe, 
the  murder  of  Nundcomar  was  no  part  of  the  crime  of  pecu- 
lation, and  every  rule  of  evidence  was  in  bar  of  it.     If,  then, 
Nundcomar's  murder  was   neither  legal  nor  admiffible  evi- 
dence, there  was  only  one  other  eround  upon  which  it  could 

be  urged,  namely,  as  a  matter  of  aggravation.     It  was  iin* 

poflible 
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poiEble  to  allow  this ;  the  common  (enfe  of  the  Houfe,  and 
of  all  mankind,  would  not  permit  the  crime  of  murder  to  be 
urged  in  the  way  of  aggravating  a  crime  of  peculation.  If 
the  murder  were  true,  and  could^tse  pf-oved,  would  any  man 
fay,  it  was  not  worthy  to  be  made  a  diflinfb  and  fubftantlve 
charge;  if  not  true.  It  ought  not  to  be  urged  as  an  aggra- 
vation of  any  other  charge.  What  then  was  the  condud^  of 
the  Managers  ?  Without  the  leaft  authority  from  the  Houfe 
to  charge  this  murder  upon  Mr.  Haftings;  nay,  under  the 
pecoliar  circomftance  of  knowing  that  the  Houfe  had  refufed 
to  impeach  Sir  Elijah  Impey,  who  was  involved  with  Mr. 
Hafttngs  in  it ;  not  chufing  to  ufe  the  privilege  they  had  of 
propofing  this  charge  in  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  in  order  to 
carry  it  up  as  another  article  of  impeachment,  they  chofe 
nther  to  ftand  up  in  the  name  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  to 
charge  the  crime  of  murder,  clothed,  as  they  there  defcribed 
thanfelves,  in  the  robes  of  magiflracy,  armed  as  they  de^ 
clared  themfelves  to  be  with  the  authority  of  the  Houfe,  chal- 
lenging refpe£i  and  credit  from  their  Lordfhips,  as  the  re« 
prsfentatives  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  in  a  manner  difFe^ 
rent  from  the  Counfel  on  the  other  fide  the  queflion.  Mnft 
tnot  then  be  admitted,  that  the  charge  mull  come  with  all 
cie  weight  and  authority  of  the  Houfe,  unlefs  it  were  ex- 
preffly  cont radioed. 

The  right  honourable  gentleman  had  accufed  thofc  who 
Offered  from  him,  with  being  unfriendly  to  the  inquidtorial 
rights  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons ;  for  his  own  part,  he  truft- 
ed  that  he  fliould  be  found  the  truefl  friend  to  them  ;  for  it 
vas  the  equitable  exercife  of  our  rights  that  was  the  beft  fe- 
curity  for  their  continuance,  and  there  was  this  moft  im- 
portant circumftance,  which  he  had  yet  to  add  to  all  that  was 
already  flated  ;  namely,  that  this  enormous  c^rime  of  murder 
vas  thrown  out  againil  Mr.  Haftings  in  a  manner  fo  foreign 
to  the  fuhjeA,  and  fo  irrelevant,  that  it  could  neither  be  an* 
f^ered  by  Mr.  Haflings,  nor  decided  upon  by  their  Lord- 
fliips;  the  Counfel,  indeed,  of  Mr.  Ha/lings  probably  would 
»ifli  to  anfwer  it,  but  they  were  put  into  the  unfair  (ituation 
of  being  obliged  to  court  obloquy,  and  to  plead  the  harfhnefs 
'  of  their  antagonifts' abufe,  in  order  to  get  leave  to  do  fo.  It 
had  been  urged,  that  the  mention  of  the  bufinefs  to  the  Houfe 
fliould  not  have  originated  with  the  criminal  himfelf,  or  his 
own  particular  friends,  and  this  had  been  vehemently  argued 
as  a  ground  for  difmiffing  the  confideration  of  it ;  this,  he 
thought,  was  a  reafon  harfh  indeed.  If  the  criminal  has 
made  appeal  to  this  Houfe,  having  no  redrefs  elfewhere,  (hall 
we  fay,  hecaufe  it  is  the  injured  party  that  appeals,  that  for 
this  reafon  we  will  not  hear  of  the  complaint !  Does  it  be- 
come the  honour^  the  dignity,  the  liberality,  or  the  m^gna- 
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piipitf  of  ^  Britifii  Houfe  ^  Commofifi,  to  •&yp  Ibat  '^  be- 
>(  (:ai^  Wte  are  the  a^cufers^  and  you  the  culprit^  ve  ^iU 
f^  therefore  liftep  to  do  repaonftr^oce^  w^  will  entertain  no 
.<<  petition  thi^t  you  can  j^fent  to  us :  we  intended  iiot,  in* 
<^  deed^  to  cliarge  you  wk|i  murder,  we  ibipute  to  you  oo- 
'  ^^  thing  but  ipildemeanor ;  it  i$  tr\]^  our  Manageis  have 

^'  .c})atgpd  ypu  with  this  fouleft  of  crimes ;  but  be'caufe  it  is 
^^  you,  theprilpiA^^  that  qome  to  us  and  complain,  and  not 
.,"  ope  of  pur  p\yn  body,  it  would  degrade  our  chara&er,  it 
^^  If  o\ild  trench  upon  our  privileges,  to  hear  of  your  com- 
<i  pl^nt;  you  pauft,  therefore,  fit  contented  under  every 
f^  crifpeour  Managers  may  load  you  with;  it  is  our  part  to 
X^  ^  tbe  acpi^leri,  it  is  your's  to  bs  the  party  accufed ;  and^ 
^<  |t  is  oi^r  principle^  therefore,  to  iet  no  bounds  to  the  accu- 
1'  fation^  which  our  Managers  are  to  heap  upon  you."  Surely 
$hi$  would  be  to  adopt  the  very  fpirit  of  perfecution,  inftead 
of  ^^int^ining  %\xt  inquiGtorial  rights  of  Parliament;  it 
.iicrpul^  b^  to  forget  and  to  relinquifis,  inftead  of  aficrting  and 
hplding  forth,  the  true  character  of  a  BrUi/h  Houfe  of  Com- 
japn^.  6i|t  it  w^%  urged  alfo,  that  the  charge  of  murder  was 
p)fidf  la^  year>  an4  ^  that  time  connived  at.  If  this  were 
%hfi  c^fe,  which  he  confefled,  he  was  not  fo  entirely  aware  of, 
4^  ^  kA^oWy  biec^ufe  it*  paftpd  unnoticed  then,  that  being 
now  fo  pointedly  noticed  by  the  petition  of  Mr.  Bailings, 
the  pj^titipn  was  tiiercfore  to  be  negleflied  ?  What  would  be 
th^  inference  another  time,  if  this  argument  fhould  be  al- 
Iqwfd  ?  Would  not  the  Managers  naturally  plead  the  Houfe*s 
f^^nce  upon  the  prefent  petition,  as  leaving  them  at  full  li« 
ln^rty  to  i/ty  whatfo^ver  they  pleafed  againfl  Mr.  HaAings; 
Xf^  charge  him  with  what  crimes  they  pleafed,  and  to  difmifs 
a^l  regard  to  the  line  chalked  out  for  them  in  the  articles  of 
iipppachment }  the  houfe  was  therefore  called  upon,,  both  by 
f^e  pf^titlon  of  Mr*  Haftings,  and  the  language  of  the  Mana* 
gers  thffnfelye^  to  fay  whether  they  meant  to  renounce  all 
light  of  interference  or  whether  they  ftill  held  themfelves 
il^pQUntahle  Cor  the  equity  of  the  proceedings,  and  for  the 
f^DOd^ttion  of  thofe  charges  which  the  Managers,  in  their 
if^^ti  were  urging  againit  the  criminal :  the  Houfe  muft  ei* 
ther  charge  the  murder  of  Nundcomar,  or  they  muft '  now 
^ifclaimit*  If  it  be  not  diiclaiiD«di  it  muft  and  would  be 
^QpCdered  a9  their  cliaige,  under  the  prefent  circumftances* 
ll^C*  Hi^ftinga)  v  well  as  their  Lordihips,  and  the  whole 
world,/ wopld  foconfider  it.  The  motion  tberefei^  being 
calculated  only  for  doing  juflice  to  Mr.  Hafiing«,  had  no* 
tiding  in  it  originally  but  this  fimple  propoiition.  The  fort 
qf  language,  however^  which  the  Managers  had  thought 
pioper  to  ufe^  and  in  which  they  feemed  to  be  fo  entirely 
<^S'^  1m4  iaa49  it  oAceflary  to  go  one  ft^  farther;  for,  if 
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irefolation  of  the  Houfe,  difclaiming  the  charge  of  murder- 
ing Nundcomar,  was  not  likely  to  prevent  any  of  the  Ma- 
nagers from  repeating,  in  the  name  of  the  Houfe  of  Com- 
mons, the  fame  charge  of  murder,  it  then  became  neceflary 
to  add  the  amendment  propofed,  and  to  fay«  **  That  the 
"  words  rpoken  by  Mr.  Burke,  viz.  that  Mr.  Ha/lings  mu^- 
**  dercd  Nundcomar,  ought  not  to  have  been  fpoken."  He 
did  not  w\(h  thefe  words  to  be  added  for  the  fake  of  cenfure 
n  ihat  right  honourable  gentleman ;  he  had  even  wifhed  them 
ooi  lobe  infert.  d  at  all ;  they  were  forced  upon  the  Houfe  by 
the  complaints  of  a  gentleman  over  the  way,  who  found  fault 
Kith  the  refolution  as  ufelefs  and  unintelligible^  and  the  more 
he  thought  of  it,  the  more  clearly  was  he  convinced  that  they 
were  now  neceflary ;  for  he  knew  of  no  other  way  of  reftrain- 
uigthe  Managers  from  charging  any- thing  they  pleafed,  in 
th^  name  of  the  Commons  of  England,  but  by  difclaiming 
what  was  paft,  and  thus  makmg  it  intelligible  what  was  to  be 
done  in  future- 
There  was  a  (brt  of  menace  held  out  by  the  right  honour- 
^le gentleman  over  the  way,  to  which  it  was  alfo  neceflary 
to  fay  a  few  words.  He  had  thrown  out,  that  it  was  too 
ouch  to  fuppofe  he  could  fubmit  to  continue  the  Manager  o{ 
iprofecution,  in  which  he  was  to  be  thwarted  and  found 
fait  with  upon  every  occafion.     If  thefe  words  were  literally  / 

true,  there  would  be  reafon  in  them ;  certainly,  he  could 
not  expe£l  that  the  Managers  would  continue,  if  cenfuredy 
a  it  was  hinted,  whether  right  or  wrong,  or  if  reftrained  li- 
terally on  every  occaGon.  But  the  argument,  if  ftated  with 
sny  fort  of  candor,  was  exaftly  this :  **  You,  the  Houfe  pf 
*'  Commons,  reftrain  us  from  charging  Mr.  Haftings  with 
"  marder,  by  way  of  aggravating  a  charge  of  mifdemeanor»  ^ 

"  and  you  have  liftened  lo  a  petition  of  the  criminal,  com- 
"  plaining  of  our  having  done  fo«  We  therefore  conclude^ 
**  that  you  will  liften  to  any  petition  from  the  criminal  upon 
"  any  (uhjeit ;  and  we  conclude  alfo,  that  becaufe  you  re- 
**  ftrain  us  from  charging  crimes  which  you  have  not  au- 
"  thorized,  that  you  will  therefore  reftrain  us  from  charging 
"  the  allegations  you  have  authorized,  and  we  therefore  give 
'*  up  the  profecution."  The  right  honourable  gentleman 
Inew  too  well,  how  fuch  an  argument  would  be  felt  by  the 
Houfe,  and  by  the  Public,  for  him  Xo  perCft  in  it.  He 
knew  it  could  not  be  for  the  advantage  of  his  own  chara£^er, 
or  that  of  the  other  Managers,  and  he  was  fure  it  was  not 
their  intention  or  difpofition  to  withdraw  themfelves  from 
this  important  public  truft,  fo  long  as  they  retained  that  fair 
and  reafonable  protedlion  of  the  Houfe  which  was  ftill  given 
thcra,  and  which  it  ought  not  to  be  doubted  that  the  Houfe 
vould  equally  continue  to  give  them.  The  impeachment 
Vol.  XXVI.  M  was 
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yf^i  the  impeaclimentof  thel!^ommons  and  not  of  the  Ma- 
nager<  onlf ;  and  while  it  was  the  impeachment  of  the  Com- 
mons  wlijch   they  profecuted,  the  prote£lion  of  the  Com- 
mons was  abfolutely  due  to  them,  and  he  trufted  would  be 
fairly,  unequivocally,  and  heartily  given  ;  at  the  fame  time, 
hetliought  that  if  a  bhndfold  implicit  confidence  was  to  be 
claimed,  the  hculc  neither  had  given  it^  nor.  ever  would  give 
it  to  any  Managers  of  any  profecution.     As  for  himfeli»   he 
would  make  no  profefToiis;  but  he  would  leave  the  Houfe 
and  the  country   to  judge  of  his   fiticerity  and  faithfulnefs, 
in  this  and  every  other  part  of  public  duty,  by  the  conduft 
which  he  fhould  hold ;  but  thus  much  it  was  neceflary  to  fay, 
that  as  on  the  one  hand  he  would  give  to  the  Managers  every 
fair  and  honourable  fupport,  fo  on  the  other  hand,  there  was 
no  fpecies  of  infinuation,  fufpicion,  or  clamour,  that  Ihould 
ever  make  him  refufe  to  the  criminal  that  fairnefs  of  trial, 
and  that  canfideration  of  any  cruelties  in  his  cafe,  which 
were  due  to  him  on  found  principles  of  equity  and  impartial 
juftice ;  and  he  hoped  to  fhew  himfelf,  throughout,  zealous 
on  the  one  hand  in  profecuting  one  whom  he  thought  a  pub- 
lic del  inauent,  and  he  hoped,  on  the  other,  to  be  equally 
zealous  for  the  honour  and  charafier  of  the  Houfe  of  Com- 
^         mons.     It  was  not  difGcult,  he  trufled,  to  unite  both  thefe 
piinciples;  for  he  verily  believed,   that  there  was  no  better 
means  of  forwarding  thefuccefs  of  the  profecution^  than  by 
difcountenancing  every  thing  unfair,  and  by  teAifying  to 
the  world  the  goodnefs  of  their  caufe,  by  the  equity  of  their 
proceedings 
Mr.  Fox.      Mr  Fox  declared,  that  with  refpeft  to  one   point  which 
related  to  what  he  had  faid  on  a  former  occafion,  the  right 
,  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Pitt)  had  moft  cruelly  perverted 

the  meaning  of  his  remark,  ^^r.  Haflings  in  his  petition 
complained  of  certain  things  not  being  brought  to  proof,  and 
had  prayed  the  Houfe  that  they  inight  he  formed  into  fpe- 
cific  charges.  Thefe,  Mr  Fox  faid,  related  to  Deby  Sing, 
and  he  was  fatisfied,  in  his  own  mind,  that  Mr.  Haftings 
defiredthat  the  charges  n?ight  be  fpecified,  not  with  any  view 
that  thev  (hould  be  fo  done,  but  becaufe  Ite  dreaded  their  fpe- 
cificaMon,  and  thought  the  beft  way  to  prevent  it  was,  to 
appear  defirous  to  have  them  fp  cified*  He  had,  in  »  former 
fpeech,  ilated,  that  the  words  relative  to  Nundcomar  were 
relevant  to  the  charge  of  corruption.  The  right  honourable 
gentleman  denied  it ;  and  becaufe  he  conceived  that  ^t  men- 
tioning of  Nundcomar*s  execution  was  irrelevant  to  the 
•  charge,  he  took  it  for  granted  that  every  man's  mind  was  as 
fatisned  as  his  own,  and  heargued  it  accordingly ;  but  when  he 
argued  that  opinion,  the  right  honourable  gentleman  was 
prejudging  the.Commons  at  the  bar  of  the  Houfe  of  Lords, 
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hecaufe  that  was  matter  of  evidence,  on  the  admiffibilitv  of 
fKich  the  Lords  were  to  determine.  Anolher  miftake  oi  the 
right  honourable  gentleman  wa$^  his  ( onceiving  that  if  the 
bufinefs  was  not  in  the  charge,  it  was  forbidden  by  the  Houfe 
ofCommons.  Bj  the  fame  reafon,  the  right  honourable 
gentleman  might  imagine  that  every  tittle  of  evidence  was 
irrelevant,  becauie  the  evidence  made  no  part  of  the  inftruc- 
tion  of  that  Houfe.  Mr.  Fox  drew  the  diftindlion  between 
a  charge,  as  originally  fubmitted  to  the  Houfe  for  them  to 
Tote,  and  the  articles  of  impeachment  carried  up  to  the 
Houfe  of  Lords  to  be  proved.  The  firil  was  loofely  drawn,  . 
and  contained  not  only  the  fa£ls  alledged,  but  the  evidence;  , 

vhereas  the  articles  Contained  nothing  but  the  fadls,  without 
a  tittle  of  the  evidence ;  and  that  mode  of  proceeding,  he  de- 
clared, be  had  learnt  to  be  the  proper  one,  from  the  firft  law 
anthorities  in  that  Houfe.  The  right  honourable  gentleman 
hid  contended  that  It  would  be  impoffible  for  them  to  prove 
the  charge  of  Mr.  Haftings  having  a  fhare  in  the  murder  of 
Nundcomar,  at  the  bar  of  the  Houfe  of  Lords.  That  wa| 
ahuGnefs  for  the  Houfe  of  Lords  to  determine,  and  not  for 
them.  As  to  the  arguments  that  a  greater  crime  could  not 
h^  adduced,  in  fupport  of  a  charge  for  a  lefs,  thefe,  he  ob- 
f«?ed,  was  now  all  given  up ;  the  whole,  therefore,  refled 
ofl  the  plaufible  inference  that  Mr*  Haftings,  or  any  one  who 
received  an  injury,  and  could  not  receiye  redrefs  any  where 
rife,  might  receive  it  from  the  hands  of  that  Houfe.  Mr. 
F'  X  undertook  to  prove  that  this  was  not  the  fail,  and  that 
Mr.  Haftings  had  his  remedy  dfewhere,  either  by  appealing 
to  the  Houfe  of  Lords,  or  by  his  a£iion  at  law  againft  the  . 
nght  honourable  Manager  (Mr.  Burke),  and  nothing,  he 
faid,  could  prevent  this  latter  renvedy,  but  either  the  privi- 
leges of  the  Houfe  of  Lords,  or  ihe  privileges  of  the  Houfe 
of  Comcnoos.  He  could  not  conceive  that  the  privileges  of 
the  Houfe  of  Lords  extended  to  the  protedlion  of  the  right 
honoarable  Manager,  fpeaking  at  their  bar,  any  more  ttian 
toaCouniel  for  words  delivered  at  their  bar.  If  it  was  the 
privileges  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  it  muft  be,  that  they 
could  not  receive  accounts  of  words  fpoken  by  one  of  their 
own  Membrfs  from  any  but  their  own  Members.  And  that 
Ik  took  to  be  the  true  ftate  of  the  fadl,  hecaufe  it  would  he 
equally  diforderly  to  refer  to  the  flra,ngers  fn  tlie  gallery,  and 
to  call  upon  any  perfon  who  happened  to  be  there  during  a 
debate,  and  was  known  to  be  an  excellent  note  taker  for  a 
newfpaper,  or  for  other  purpofes,  and  to  h^ve  an  extraordi- 
nary correft  memory,  to  prove  what  Mr,  Fpx  faid  on  his 
legs,  as  to  admit  the  evidence  of  a  ftranger  to  prove  to  that 
Hoofe  what  Mr.  Burke  faid  in  Weflrainfter  Hall.  If  words 
^hicfa  Vr^tp  aitthehtic  had  been  fpoken  at  the  bar  of  a  Court 
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of  Juftice,  and  had  not  been  taken  notice  of  by  the  Court,  it 
was  a  fair  inference  that  the  Court  did  not  confider  them  to 
be  improper,  but  if  any  parliamentary  proceeding  was  to  be 
bad  upon  them,  no  one  ought  to  be  heard  upon  the  Tubjedt, 
but^a  Member  of  the  Houfe.  The  right  honourable  gentle- 
man, he  obferved,  had  afked  whether  the  Managers  expeci:ed 
the  Houfe  to  rrpofe  in  them  a  complete  and  even  blind  con- 
fidence, and  to  fet  them  free  from  every  fpecies  of  control? 
Undoubtedly  not ;  but  the  right  honourab'e  gentleman  might 
argue  as  he  pleafed  concerning  the  fuhjedl  of  confidence;  what 
would  the  Public  think,  when  they  found  the  Managers  de- 
prived of  the  confidence  of  that  Houfe  ?  Wiih  regard  to  the 
que^ion  of  corruption,  he  conceived  that  the  Managers  bad 
the  ordf:rs  of  that  Houfe  to  aft  as  they  had  afled;  and  if 
'  they  were  to  exercife  their  own   arguments   on  what  could 

prove  or  aggravate  the  fafts,  they  muft  proceed  to  do  as  ap- 
peared to  them  moft  likely  to  obtain  fuccefs.  The  right 
honourable  gentleman  had  contended,  that  they  were  not  to 
argue  ;  that  becaufe  the  matter  was  not  taken  notice  of  lafl 
year,  they  were  to  confider  that  omiffion  as  a  precedent ;  hut 
the  fa£t  was»  that  it  was  attended  to  lad  year,  and  when  his 
honourable  fi  iend  near  him  had  faid,  **  no  authority,  how - 
**  ever  high,  fhould  prevent  his  faying  that  Nundcomar  s 
**  execution  was  a  murder,'^  there  was  the  fulleft  and  the 
moft  attentive  Houfe  of  Commons  prefent  that  ever  went 
into  Weftminfter  Hall,  and  yet  no  notice  whatever  was  taken 
of  his  honourable  friend^s  declaration  at  the  time.  He  fup- 
pofed,  in  the  Benares  charge,  when  the  defence  came  to  be 
fnade,  there  would  be  a  reply  alfo  to  that  defence^  in  which 
it  might  be  necefiary  to  take  notice  again  of  fome  fafts  and 
allegations  of  which  Mr.  Haftings  might  complain  to  that 
Houfe.  Then  the  right  honourable  gentleman  would  fay, 
f*  You  laft  year  exceeded  your  inftrudlions.''  Infiru6\ions  !  * 
the  Managers  had  no  inft ructions,  but  thatofconfulting  their 
own  judgements.  Without  meaning,  therefore,  to  give  pcr- 
fonal  offi  nee  to  any  gentleman,  he  muft  ftill  fay,  that  the 
conduct  of  the  Houfe  on  that  occafion  was  charaflenzed  by 
duplicity  and  treachery;  they  had  entrapped  the  Managers 
into  this  degrading  fituatfon  ;  for,  were  they  of  their  own 
chufing,  of  their  own  appomting  ?  No!  they  were  chofen 
and  appointrd  Managers  by  the  Houfe  of  Commons.  Sup- 
'  pofe  the  cafe  in  private  life.  He  had  an  advocate  to  plead  his 
caufe,  he  dres  fo  and  fo  ;  fuppofe  he  was  difpleafed  with  that 
advocate's  cnndidl;  fuppd  e  he  did  not  approve  of  what  he 
faid  in  pleading  his  caufe.;  what  would  he  or  any  man  do  in 
fuch  a  cafe  ?  Would  he  not  fay,  naturally,  he  would  have 
another  advocate,  F^e  could  not  cenfure,  becaufe  his  advo- 
cate had  a^ed  to  the  beft  of  bis  judgement.  So  that  Houfe 
^  had* 
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had  no  right  to  cenfore  the  Managers  for  an  error  in  j  dge- 
ment.    They  gave  them  no  coinpafs  to  fteer  with,  nilme 
by  which  to  regulate  their  conduct*      i  hat  [ioufe  thet  had 
a  right  to  difmifs  them,  but  nothing  more.     If  thePblic, 
conceived  that  they  ought  ftiil  to  go  on  with  the  profecuion, 
andth^C  the  confidence  of  that  Houie  was  not  withdrawn 
fron  them,  they  would  ftill  perfift  in  it,  whil^  they  hai  a 
profpefl  of  carrying  it  pn  with  effecS.     He  remembered  tie 
mnark  of  the  right  honourable  gentleman,  that  if  the  IrHi 
proportions  did  not  pais,  he  could  not  be  an  ufeful  fervaot  \o 
the  Public.     He  feared,  if  the  motion  pailed,  he  could  no: 
bean  ufeful  fervant  to  the  Public.     To  retain  a  fituation, 
then  the  perfon  retaining  it  knows  that  he  c*innot  hold  it 
toany  purpofe,  was  neither   honefl  nor  honourable.     And, 
for  that  Houfe  to  fay,  "  Go  on  with  the  profecurion,  though 
**  we  will  not  fuffer  you  toprofecute  it  with  eiFeft,"    it  was 
ii  words  to  fpeak  for  the  profecution,  in  ad^ion  to  go  againft 
it.   If  bis  right  honourable  friend  had  conducted  himfeU  im-* 
prnperly  in  a  fituation  in  which  he  adled    for  others,  as  far. 
IS  his  judgement  required,  the  fault  lay  with  the  employer, 
and  not  with  the  employed.     His  right  honourable  fric;ud  . 
lud  done  juliice  to  God  and  man^  and  he  deferved  no  cen- 

The  queRion  was  put  on  Mr.  Fox's  amendment,  "  That 
*theyftand  part  of  the  queftion,"  which  being  negatived, 
thequeftion  was  put  on  the  Marquis  of  Graham's  amendment^ 
^hen  the  Houfe  divided^ 

Ayes,  13^;    Noes,  66. 

The  main  queilion  amended  was  then  put,  and  carried. 

Mr.  Bouverie,  as  foon  as  the  Houfe  was  refumed,  moved,. 
"  That  the  thanks  of  this  Houfe  be  given  to  the  right  ho- 
**  nourahle  Edmund  Burke,  and  the  reft  of  the  Managers^   • 
**  for  their  eiertion  and  afliduity  in  the  profecution  of  the  . 
**  impeachment  of  Warren  Haftings,  Efq.,  and  that  they  be 
"  defired  »o  perfevere  in  the  fame." 

The  Af*  Jin-  of  the  Rolls  confidered  the  motion  as  not  merely  Maftcrof 
premature,  but  extremely  improper,  at  that  moment,  juft  as  the  Kollf. 
the  Houfe  had  voted  a  cenfure  upon  one  of  the  honourable 
ManagtTs;  and  therefore,  without  meaning  to  mark  any 
perfonal  incivility  to  any  of  thofe  honourable  gentlemen,  he 
fhould  take  the  liberty  of  moving  the  previous  queftion  upoa 
the  honourable  gentleman's  motion. 

The  motion  of  the  Mafter  of  the  Rolls  wa$  carried ;  and 
that  of  Mr.  Bouverie  confequently  negatived. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 
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WcdntfJayy  ith  Ma*. 

m 

Ml  Dempfter,  upon  motion,  brought  up  a  bill  to  explain 
and  aoend  the  Hawkers  and  Pedlers'  AA\     It  was  read  a  firft 
time,  and  ordered  to  be  read  a  fccond  time,  and  printed. 
Mr.  ^''^•  Demfjicr  obferved  that  as,  in  confequence  of  the  di- 

Bcmpiler.  re<^on  of  that  Houfe,  he,  in  conjundtlon  with  others,  had 
dravn  and  prepared  the  bill,  he  thought  it  incumbent  on  him 
to  tat e,  that  twoclaufes  of  the  lalt  bill  were  omitted  in  the 
bil  now  before  the  Houfe,  and  thefe  were,  the  claufe  re- 
ftaining  hawkers  and  pedlers  from  coming  withiji  two  miles 
o  a  market  town,^  and  the  claufe  empowering  Juflices  of  the 
Jeace  to  prevent  their  entering  counties  under  certain  cir- 
:um(lances. 

The  order  of  the  day  for  the  H^ufe  refolving  itfelf  into  a 
Committee  of  the  whole  Houfe,  upon  the  bill  to  repeal  tlie 
County  Eledlion  Aft,  having  been  read,  and  the  queilioii 
**  Thafthc  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  chair,"  having  been 
agreed  to,  Mr.  Blackburn  took  his  feit  at  the  table*  * 

The  Committee  then  proceeded  to  fill  up  the  blanks  in  the 
claufe<,  and  upon  the  Chairman^s  reading  the  claufe  to  re- 
vive the  afls  virtually  repealed  by  the  county  eledion  adl, 
Mr.  Mr.  Pofybam  remarked  that,  upon  the  prefect  occafion,  he 

?ophain.  felt  it  his  duty  to  point  out  what,  in  his  opinion,  were  the 
pernicious  ef!e£ls  of  the  bill  brought  in  by  an  honourable  gen- 
tleman, then  in  his  place,  (Mr.  Fowys)  and  to  declare,  that 
if  the  Houfe,  without  endeavouring  e  ther  to  correft  the 
county  election  a£l,  or  providing  a  practicable  fubftitute, 
fuffered  the  bill  of  the  honourable  gentleman  to  revive,  and 
the  law  of  eleftion  to  ftand  as  it  did  previous  to  the  county 
eleilion  adl  pafling,  it  would  occafion  endlefs  litigation.  The 
bill  of  the  honourable  gentleman,  to  which  he  ^Iluded,  had 
been  brought  in  in  confequence  of  the  tedioufntfs  and  expencc 
of  trying  the  merits  of  the  Gloucefterfhire  eledtion  ;  a  cir- 
cumftance  occafioned  entirely  by  the  difficulty  of  deciding 
upon  the  right  of  voting.  Thofe  gentlemen  who  fat  upon 
that  Committee  well  knew,  that  above  half  the  time  during 
which  the  Committee  fat,  had  been  fpent  in  invcftigating 
that  right ;  and  as  Commitieesof  the  Houfe  had  decided  dif- 
rrntly  upon  that  important  queftion,  it  was  eflentially  ne- 
ceffary  thnt  fome  fixed  criterion  fhould  be  eftabliflied.  One 
gre;it  o^ie(5>i«>n  to  the  bill  of  the  honourable  gentleman  op- 
fite  to  him  was,  that  it  put  the  afcertainment  of.  the  free- 
holders'rig'n  wholly  into  the  hands  of  the  aflcflbrs  of  the 
Jan  J  tax,  atld  as  feveral  jfleflbrs  of  the  land  tax  were  low  and 
ignorant  men,  they  exercifed  their  authority  \u  this  parti- 
cular of*en  m-gligently,  and  f-^metimes  corruptly.  The  bill, 
therefore,  Was  objeflionable,  as  giving  the  land-tax  ajOTefTor 

to# 
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too  iDQcfa  power  over  the  freeholder's  righti  and  the  fiiee- 
bolder  too  little  power  over  his  own  frauchife.  What  they 
ill  aimed  at,  was  one  and  the  fame  thing ;  it  was,  to  fuper- 
add  fome  caution  againft  exerciiing  the  franchife  of  a  free- 
bolder,  in  voting  for  Members  of  Parliament  reprefentinjg  ' 
coDntieSy  beyon4  the  oath  of  the  freeholder.  The  only  dif- 
ference among  them  was,  what  was  the  heft,  moft  fimplo^ 
andmoft  praAicable  mode  of  attaining  the  object.  He  would 
take  the  liberty  of  fubmitting  to  the  confideration  of  gentle- 
men more  interefted  in  the  qucdion  than  he  could  pretend 
to  be,  what  occurred  to  his  mind  upon  the  fubjefi.  He 
thought,  and  he  believed  the  Houfe  in  general  entertained 
the  fame  opinion,  lliat  a  county  regifter  was  the  beft  of  all 
poffible  means  of  afcertaining  a  qualification  of  the  free- 
bolder  ;  the  only  objection  was,  that  the  regiftration  of  free- 
k^lds  would  put  the  freeholders  to  fomeexpence.  That  ex- 
pfoce  might  be  reduced  to  a  trifle,  if  proper  regulations  were 
adopted.  Suppofe  that  a  county  regifter  were  kept  by  the 
clerk  of  the  peace  for  the  county,  who  as  quickly  as  theP  free- 
holders names  were  entered  in  his  regider,  might  fend  co- 
pies of  the  entries  up  to  an  office  in  London,  where  a  dupli- 
ate  of  the  book  might  be  kept,  and  whenever  occafion  oc* 
carred,  the  duplicate  regifter  might  i?afilv  be .  referred  to* 
The  clerk  of  the  peace  might  be  empowered  to  appoint  depu- 
ties in  difier^nt  part  of  the  counties,  where  the  counties  were 
large,  to  receive  names  and  tranfmit  them  to  him,  and  thus 
opence  might  be  faved  to  the  freeholder.  Another  way  was, 
to  order  the  perfons  employed  in  returning  juries^  from  time 
to  time,  to  the  grand  jury,  at  every  quarter  feffions,  the  names 
of  the  freeholders  within  their  diftricl.  He  was  aware  that 
this  mode  was  liable  to  an  objeAion,  and  that  it  would  be 
contended  that  the  names  of  fome  leafeholders,  who  were 
qualified,  under  certain  circumftances,  to  ferve  on  juries, 
might,  thjough  error,  be  entered  on  the  regifter  as  freehol- 
ders; and  in  quiet  counties,  if  ever  a'conteft  ftiould  arife,  it 
might  create  difficulty  and  confufion.  But  this  ill  confe- 
(juence  would,  on  inveftigation,  be  eafilv  obviated,  becaufe 
the  regiftration  merely  fuperadded  a  proot  of  the  qualification 
of  a  freeholder,  and  could  net  create  a  freehold. 

Mr.  Pawys  did  not  conceive  that  the  prefent  was  the  mo-  Mr. 
meni  for  the  Houfe  to  avail  themfelves  of  the  fuggeftions  Powys* 
thrown  out  by  the  hooourable  and  learned  gentleman ;  fug^ 
geftions  which,  moft  undoubtedly,  were  valuable.  The 
queftioh  then  was,  had  the  county  eledllon  aft  been  found 
impraAicable,  and  was  fo  incorrigible,  that  it  muft  be  re- 
pealed }  If  fo,  the  bill  which  he  was  fuppofed  to  have  been 
principally  concerned  in  bringing  in,  would  naturally  revive, 
and  once  more  become  the  law  of  elefi  ion  with  refpe£t  to 

counties* 
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counties.  The  bill,  he  was  ready  to  admit^  liad  appeared, 
in  its  operation,  to  be  attended  with  certain  inconveniences, 
tut  thole  inconvenii  rites  could  not,  in  his  mind,  he  propeily 
attenaed  to,  till  after  the  county  ele£lion  a&  wa«<  difpoted  of 
cither  one  way  or  another.  Should  the  prefeiit  bill  pafs,  and 
the  county  eiedlion  a6l  be  repealed,  he  Ihould  then  think  it 
his  duly  to  endeavour  to  pr  »poie  fuch  amendments  to  the 
aft,  which  he  had  the  honour  of  introducing,  as  (hould  cure 
itsdefeds,  and  obviate  the  objeftio  is  at  prelent  made  again  ft 
it,  for  which puip  fehe  (hould  be  happy  to  receive  fuggef- 
tions  from  any  h  nourable  gentleman  wiio  might  fuppole  the 
fubjeft  worthy  of  his  attention. 

Mr.  Pin-  Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  begged  leave  to  remind  the  honour- 
able gentlemm  who  fpoke  (aft,  that  it  was  not  the  quedioii 
at  that  moment,  whether  they  ihould  repel  the  county 
eleftion  aft,  but  whether  in  a  bill  for  the  repeal  of  that  a6t, 
•  they  would,  by  a  Special  claufe,  recognize  the  revival  of  thofe 
laws  which,  on  the  parting  of  the  prefent  bill,  would  revive 
of  courfe?  It  was  not  his  intention  to  endeavour  to  maintain 
a  bill,  againft  which  there  were  fo  many  objeftions  as  it  was 
clear  there  wer6  againft  the  county  eleftion  aft,  but  hecoutd 
not  avoid  declaring,  that  by  confenting  to  its  repeal,  he  by 
no  means  abandondoned  its  principle.  However  imprafti- 
cable  the  mode  of  keeping  a  regifter  of  freeholders  had  been 
found  under  the  prdvifions  of  the  county  eleftion  aft,  fuch 
a  regifter  was  n.oft  defirable  ,  and  if  a  mode  could  be  found 
for  the  keeping  fuch  a  regifter,  it  ought,  undoubtedly,  to  he 
preferred  to  any  other  means  of  guarding  and  fecuring  the 
rights  of  eJeftors  for  l-eprefentaitives  of  counties.  '  If,  on  the 
contrary,  it  ihould,  upon  full  confideration,  unfortunately 
turn  out  that  a  regifter  of  freeholders  could  riot  be  made  prac* 
ticable,  he  begged  that  he  might  not,  by  confenting  to  the 
repeal  of  the  county  eleftion  aft,  be  confidered  as  in  any 
degree  admitting  that  the  law  of  eleftion,  which  would  then 
tevive,  was  adequate  to  its  objeft,  or  that  it  ought  to  con- 
tinue, without  great  alteration  and  amendment. 

Mr  Whit-      ^^'"'  ^^'ttbread  mentioned  the  cafe  of  the  Bedfordihire 
bread     eleftion  as  a  proof  of  the  utility  of  a  county  regifter  of  free- 
holders. 
Captain        Captain  Berkeley  fignified  hii  intentions  of  propofmg  what 

Berkeley,  he  prefumed  every  gentleman  muft  approve,  that  a  Commit- 
tee be  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  laws  relative  to  the  rights 
of  voters  then  in  being,  ad  report  their  o  inion  what  fort 
of  bill  would  beft  anfwer  the  general  wiihes  of  the  Houfe. 
Mr.  Mr.  Sheridan  faid  that,  notwithftanding  that  it  was  too 

Sheridan,  evident  that  the  county  eVftion  aft,  m  operation  and  efFeft, 
had  been  found  to  be  prodnftive  of  great  inconvenience,  and 
therefore  muil,  he  feared,  be  repealed,  he  gave  the  noble 

Lord 
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brd  who  introduced  it  foil  credit  for  the  goodnefs  <^hit  io^ 
tncion,  and  the  juft  and  cohftitutional  principle  on  which  ic 
Wit  founded,  as  indeed  every  bill  was  likely  to  be  which  can)« 
from  the  bands  of  the  noble  Lord  in  queftion.  But  it  was 
highly  neceflary  that  fome  bill  Ihould  pafs,  to  regulate  and 
afcertain  the  right  of  Toeing,  fince  it  was  well  known  that 
Committees  of  that  Houfe  had  not  only  decided  difierently^ 
la  refpeft  to  the  right  of  voting,  but  that  two  Commit^ees^ 
rhohad  tried  the  merits  of  a  petition  complaining  of  an  un* 
joededion  for  one  and  the  fame  county^  had  given  deci* 
fens  diametrically  oppofite  to  each  other.  Mr.  Sheridaa 
declared,  that  he  highly  approved  of  the  'honourable  gentle* 
Wi  idea  of  a  Committee-being  appointed  to  enquire  |nto 
ihe  laws  of  eledlion,  as  they  ftood  at  prefent;  and  he  trufted 
tbt,  at  the  prefent  advanced  period  of  thefeffion^  allpGfllbte 
opedition  would  be  ufed.  v 

Mr.  Crtwe  expreflied  his  determination  to  move  that  a  dauft     |^f^ 
ia  the  bill,  throwing  the  expence  already  incurred  in  the  ex-  Crcwt. 
ecQtion  of  the  county  eleAion  ad  on  the  refpedlive  counriesi 
eight  be  left  out,  that  the  expence  might  fall  where  it  ought 
tab&f  on  the  Public. 

Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  anfwered,  that  he  could  not  haftily  Mr,  Pitt. 
^Tolve  to  fttpport  fuch  a  proportion ;  however,  upon  con* 
Oration,  h«  mi^t  poOibly  have  no  objedion  to  it ;  but, 
Ending  in  the  fituation  in  Which  he  did,  it  would  ill  becomd 
ioffl,  in  point  of  duty,  to  cenfent^  that  without  any  farther  . 
Botice^  the  Public  fhould-be  loaded  with  a  large  expence.  At 
thediofe  in  queftion  miglit,  upon  motion,  be  left  out  as 
wtU  opon  the  Report,  he  hoped  the  honourable  gentleman 
vooid  fufpend  his  intention  till  that  ftage  of  the  bill,  whea 
it  night  happen  that  he  ihould  think  the  honourable  gentle* 
oao'i  propofition  unexceptionable. 

Mr.  Crewe  confented  to  wafve  bit  inttntion  till  the  re* 
port. 

The  daufes  having  been.  aU  gone  through,  and  the  feVo* 
n!  blanks  filled  up,  the  Houfe  was  refumed^  and  the  report 
orfaed  to  be  brought  up  upon  the^ morrow. 

Captain  Berkeley  moved  his  Committee  on  the  laws  of 
defiton,  which  Was  Agreed  to. 

The  Houie  adjourned. 

Thwrfiayy  pi  May. 

Mr.  FtSiiti,  having  premifed  that  It  was  the  charaifter  of    Mr. 
k  Hoofe  to  render  themfelves  as  a#ceflible  as  they  could  U  VtUiot* 
alldefcriptions  of  fubjeAs,  who,  in  decent  and  refpeSfal 
t^rmi,  defired  to  be  beard,  begged  leave  to  prefent  - Ae  fol* 
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Humble  Petitbh^  of  the  perfdns  whofe  names  are  hereunto 
fubfcribedi  on  behalf  of  themfelves  and  others, 

CATHOLIC  DISSENTERS  of  ENGLAND, 

Sheweth, 

THAT  fentiments  unfavourable  to  your  petitioners,  as 
citizens  and  fubjeAs,  have  been  entertained  by  Englifh  Pro* 
teftants,  and  that  your  petitioners  are  fubje<^  to  various  pe« 
nal  laws,  on^  account  of  principles  which  are  aiferted  to  be 
maintained  by  your  petitioners,  and  other  perfons  of  their 
religion,  and  which  principles  are  dangerous  to  fociety,  and 
totally  repugnant  to  political  and  civil  liberty. 

That  your  petitioners  think  it  a  duty  which  they  owe  lo 

their  country,  as  well  as  to  themfelves,  to  proteft  in  a  for- 

^  mal  and  folemn  manner  againft  doctrines  that  they  condemn, 

and  that  conftitute  no  part  whatever  of  their  principles,  re* 

ligion,  or  belief. 

That  your  petitioners  are  the  more  anxious  to  free  them* 
felves  from  fuch  imputations,  becaufe  divers  Proteftants,  who 
profefs  themfelves  to  be  real  friends  to  liberty  of  confcience, 
have  neverthelefs  avowed  themfelves  hoftile  to  your  petition* 
ers,  on  account  of  the  opinions  which  your  petitioners  are 
fo  fuppofed  to  hold ;  and  your  petitioners  do  not  blame  thoff 
Proteilants  for  their  hoftility ;  if  it  proceeds  (as  your  peti« 
tioners  hop(;  it  does)  not  from  an  intolleiant  fpirit  in  matters 
of  religion,  but  from  their  being  mifmformed  as  to  matters 
offaa. 

That  your  petitioners  acknowledge  that  they  fhoujd  me-^ 
rit  the  reproach  of  being  dangerous  enemies  to  the  State,  if 
it  were  true  that  they  had  adopted  tlie  maxims  that  are  er- 
foneoufly  imputed  to  them ;  but  your  petitioners  deteft  thoiii 
unchriftian-like  and  execrable  maxims;  and  your  petitioners 
feverally  claim,  in  common  with  men  of  all  other  religions 
as  a  matter  of  natural  juftice,  that  your  petitioners  ought 
not  to  fufFer  for  or  on  account  of  any  wicked  or  erroneous 
doArines  that  may  have  been  holden,  or  that  may  be  held 
by  any  foreign  Roman  Outholics,  which  doiSlrines  your  pe- 
titioners publicly  difclairo,  any  more  than  any  of  the  Britifli 
Proteftants  ought  to  be  rendered  refponfible  for  any  dange- 
rous dodrines  that  may  be  held  by  any,  foreign  Proteftants, 
which  dof^rines  they,  the  faid  Britifli  rroteftants,  difavow. 

L  That  vour  petitioners  have  been  accufed  of  holding  as  a 
principle  of  their  religion,  that  Princes  excommunicated  by 
the  Pope  and  Council,  or  by  authority  of  the  Seeof  RomCi 

^  Not  to  fatigue  the  reader  by  ufelefs  repetitions,  fufiice  it  to  ob- 
ferve,  that  a  petition,  exaOly  fimilar,  vras^  )ipoa  the  fame  day,  pre- 
6atcd  to  tbo  Uoufe  of  Lorde^ 
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caj  be  depofed  or  murdered  by  their  fubjf£lS|  or  other  per^ 

fcns.  But,  fo  far  is  the  above-mentioned  unchriftian  like 
and  abominable  pofition  from  being  a  principle  that  your  pe- 
titionen  hold,  that  they  TejeGt,  abhor,  and  dereft  it,  and 
every  part  thereof,  as  execrable  and  impious;  and  your  pe^ 
titionfiS  do  folemnly  declare,  that  neither  the  Pope,  either 
with  or  without  a  General  Council ;  nor  any  Prelate,  nor 
uj  Prieft,  nor  any  Aflembly  of  Prelates  or  Priefts,  nor  any 
cdefiaiUcal  power  whatever,  can  abfolve  the  fubjeds  of  this 
realm,  or  any  of  them,  from  their  allegiance  to  His  Majeftv 
King  George  the  Third,  who  is,  by  authority  of  the  Legii- 
lanue,  the  lawful  King  of  this  realm,  and  ot  ail  the  doml* 
Dions  thereunto  belonging. 

n.  That  your  petitioners  have  alfo  been  accufed  of  hold- 
ing, as  a  principle  of  their  religion,  that  implicit  obedience 
is  due  from  them  to  the  orders  and  decrees  of  Popes  and  Gf* 
neral  Councils ;  and  that  therefore,  if  the  Pope,  or  any  Ge« 
ural  Council,  ihould,  for  the  good  of  the  Church,  com* 
mond  your  petitioners  to  take  up  arms  againft  Government, 
orby  any  means  to  fubvert  the  laws  and  liberties  of  this 
country,  or  to  exterminate  perfons  of  a  difierent  religion 
from  your  petitioners,  the  accufers  of  your  petitioners  aflert 
^t  your  petitioners  hold  themfelves  bound  to  obey  fiich 
crdcrs  or  decrees  on  pain  of  eternal  fire.  Whereas  your  pe» 
ticioners  pofitively  deny,  that  they  owe  any  fuch  obedience 
to  the  Pope  and  General  Council,  or  to  either  of  theu) ;  and 
Tour  petitioners  believe,  that  no  Si€t  that  is  in  itfelf  immoral 
ordiihoneft,  can  ever  be  ju(li6ed  by,  or  under  colour  that 
it  is  done,  either  for  the  good  of  the  church,  or  in  obedience 
to  any  ecclefiaftical  power  whatever.  Your  petitioners  ac- 
knowledge no  infallibility  in  the  Pope;  and  that  they  neither 
apprehend  por  believe  that  their  difobedience  to  any  fuch 
o^rs  or  decrees,  fhould  any  fuch  be  given  or  made,  could 
bbjed  your  petit ionen  to  any  punifhment  whatever.  That 
Tour  petitioners  do  folemnly  declare,  that  00  Church,  nor 
any  Prelate,  npr  any  Prieft,  nor  any  Prelates  or  Priefts,  nor 
2ny  ecclefiaftical  Power  whatever,  hath,  have,  or  ought  to 
iuTe,  any  jurifdiiSion  Or  authority  whatfoever  within  this 
realm,  that  can,  diredly  or  indiredlly,  afte£t,  or  interfere 
with  the  independence,  fovereignty,  laws,  conftitution^  or 
goTemment  thereof,  or  the  rights,  liberties,  perfons,  or 
properties  of  the  people  of  the  faid  realm,  or  any  of  them^ 
l^ve  only  and  except  by  the  authority  of  Parliament ;  and  that 
anv  fuch  aflumption  of  power  would  be  an  ufurpation. 

III.  That  your  petitioners  have  likewife  been  accufed  of 
holding,  as  ~a  principle  of  their  religion,  that  the  Pope, 
^y  virtue  of  his  fpiritual  power,  can  difpenfe  with  thr  obli- 
plions  of  any  cfompaA  or  oath  taken  or  entered  into  by  any 
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pirfott  of  the  religion  of  your  petitioners ;  that  therefore,  no 
oath  of  allegiance  or  other  oath,  can  bind  your  petitioners  ; 
and  confequently,  that  your  petitioners  can  give  no  fecurit  j 
for  their  allegiance  to  any  government.  That  your  petition- 
ers  admit  this  conclufion  would  be  juft,  if  the  original  prq* 
pofition  upon  which  it  is  founded  we^e  true:  hut  youf 
petitioners  poiitively  dbny  that  they  hold  any  fi^ch  principle: 
and  they  do  folemnly  declare  that  neither  the  Pope»  nor  any 
prelate^  nor  any  prieft,  nor  ^ny  a0embly  of  prelates  or  prieA^^ 
'Uor  any  ecclefiaftical  oower  whatever,  can  abfolve  your 
petitioners,  or  any  of  them,  from,  or  can  previoufly  or  fub- 
le<}uently  difpenfc  with  the  obligations  of  any  compadl  or 
oath  whatfoever. 

IV.  That  your  petitioners  have  alfp  been  accufed  of  hold* 
i^Ei  A^  ^  principle  of  their  religiqn,  that  not  only  the  Pope^ 
but  even  a  prieft,  has  power  at  his  will  and  pleafure  to 
pardon  the  fins  of  perfons  of  the  religion  of  your  petitioners} 
and  therefore,  that  no  perfon  of  the  religion  of  your  petition- 
ers can  poflibly  give  any  fecurity  for  his  allegiance  to  any 
govemment;  mafmuch  as  the  Pope  or  prieft  can  pardon  a 
periory,  rebellion,  and  high  treafon.  That  yoyr  petitioner^ 
acknowledge  alfo  the  juftnefs  of  this  concluuon,  if  the  pro* 
^ofition  upon  which  it  i>  founded  Were  not  totally  falfe— <-but 
your  petitioners  &o  folemnly  declare,  that,  on  the  contrary, 
they  believe  that  no  fin  whatjever  can  h^  forgiven  at 'the 
will  of  any  Pope,  or  of  any  prieft,  or  of  any  perfon  whom- 
soever;— but  that  a  fincere  forrow  for  paft  fin,  a  firm  refo- 
lation  to  avol(|  future  guijt,'  and  every  poffible  attonenient 
to  God 'and  the  injured  neighbour,  are  the  previous  an4 
indifpertfable  requifites  to  eflablifh  a  well-founded  eipe^ation 
^forgivenefs*  .     . 

V,  That  your  petitioners  have  always  been  accufed  of 
holding  as  a  principle  of  their  religion,  tliat^'  faith  is  not 
^<  to  hie  kept  with  heretics,"  fo  that  no  governmeht,  which 
iloes  not  profefs  the  fame  religion  as  your  petitioners,  can 
^ave  any  iecurity  from  your  petitioners  for  their  allegiance 
^d  peaceable  behaviour*  That  your  petitioners  rejeA,  re- 
j^robate,  and  and  abhor  the  doftrine,  tha^  ^*  faith  is  not  to 
<*  be  kept  with  heretics,''  as  being  contrary  to  religion^ 
aoorality,  and  cominon  honefty.  And  your  petitioners  do 
|ioId  and  folemlv  declare,  that  no  breach  of  faith  with,  or 
injury  to,  orhoftility  againft,  any  perfon  whorafoever,  can 

_  ever  be  juftificd  by  reafon  of,  or  under  pretence  that,  fuch 
berfon  is  an  heritic  or  an  infidel. 

That-  your  petitioners  further  folemnly  declare,  that  they 
do  make  this  declartion  and  proteftation,  and  every  pari 
thereof,  in  the  plain  an^  ordinary  fenfe  of  the  words  of  tho 
iBLsaCf  without  any  evafion,  equlvocatton,  or  mental  refer- 
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Tatieii  whatfoeyer.  Ani  your  petitioners  bumMy^nceWCs 
that  yoQr  petitioDQfS  who  thus  foleninly  difcl^im,  and  frpiA 
their  hearts  abbpr,  the  ahoYe-mentJQned  abominably  and 
vnchrift ianlike  principles^  ought  not  to  be  put  upon  a  l^vel 
wich  ^7  other  men  who  may  hold  ^nd  profefs  tbofc 
priflcbles. 

Your  petioners  therefore  hainbly  pray,  that  this  honour* 

able  Houfe  will  be  pleafed  to  grant  jfuch  rdief  to  your 

petitioners,  as  this  honoural^c  Houfe  in  its  wifdom 

^all  deem  to  l>e  jaft. 

It  was  ordered  that  the  faid  petition  do  lie  upon  the  tabtf* 

Tlie  Houfi^  adjourned* 

Fridaj,  StbMay^  1789. 

As  hoQ  as  the  order  of  the  day  for  taking  into  confider^- 
tion  the  Teft  and  Corpora*  ion  a^s  had  been  read, 

^««/iy  '■*'&"6>  obfc«'ved,  that  the  unalterable  confidence  Mr. 
which  the  DiflSnters  ftil)  continue  to  repofe  in  the  general  BcMifoy* 
iifpofition  of  the  Houfe  to  do  juftice  to  the  injured,  and  tp 
give  relief  to  the  opprelTed,  had  induced  them,  (and  they 
tniiled,  not  without  that  temper,  moderation,  and  refpedy 
^y  which,  in  all  Itmilar  proceedings,  they  had  been  inva- 
riably 4iftinguinied)  to  renew  their  application  to  parliament^ 
Upon  this  occafion  they  were  perfe£Hy  convinced  how  diffi- 
cult it  was>  even  for  the  bed  and  wifeil  men,  to  relinquifli^ 
on  the  evidence  of  a  fingle  debate,  the  prejudice  which  mif- 
infortnatipn  had  led  them  to  adopt:  neither  had  they  forgot tei) 
how  frequently  the  I^giflature  had  granted  the  very  requefts 
which  caufelefs  apprehenfions  had  before  inducea  them  to 
lefuft. '  |p  the  prefent  inftance  they  could  not  avoid  flatter- 
ing themfelves  under  the  earneft  hope  that  whilll  their  noerit 
as  citizens  w^s  acknowledged,  they  might  venture,  without 
offence,  z  (econd  ticne  to  (olicit  from  the  natural  guardians 
cfalldeicriptions  of  the  people  a  candid  aiid  impartial  hear- 
ing. Mr.  Seaufoy  begged  leave  to  remind  the  Houfe,  that 
in  their  former  appliQatioa  the  DiiTenters,  far  from  wi(hing 
by  a  multitude  of  petitions  to  difplay  their  numbers  and 
political  90f|(equence  in  the  State,  had  placed  their  whole 
re]ian<^  on  a  plea  to  which  numbers  gave  no  additional 
ftren^h  ;  for  they  knew,  that  to  the  ear  of  a  Briti(h  Parlia- 
ment the  Yoicie  of  juftice  afcends  with  as  much  effeA  froni 
tbe  few  as  from  the  many;  from  the  feeble  as  from  the  ftrong : 
that  tlie  fame  temper  had  marked  their  fubfequent  condud;  , 
for  however  fenfibly  they  felt  the  hardfliips  of  being  fubjedtedy 
thougli  guiltiefs  of  ofience,  to  fuch  difabilities  and  to  fuch 
dilbonour  as  few  oflFences<:an  deferve ;  yet  they  had  not  in* 
dulged  the  language  of  complaint,  neither  had  .they  fought 
the  aid  of  political  alliao^e^  or  endeavoured  to  avail  themfe ves 

of 
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of  party  divtfions, '  Much  more  elevated  had  been  their  line 
^fcondudl;  for  they  had  patiently  waited  the  arrival  of    a 
period  in  which  the  wifdom  of  a  compleat  toleration  fhould 
be.  generoufly  acknowledged^  and  in  which  the  exprience  of 
..other  nations  fhquld  have  proved,  that  fuch  a  toleration 
would  ftr^ngthen  the  intereft  of  the  eftablifhed  church,  and 
fo  entirely  deftroy  the  bitternefs  of  religious  variance,  that 
the  State  wou}d  afterwards  be  as  little  afFefled  by  that 
variance,  as  by  a4lifference  of  opinion  in  natural  philofophy, 
or  any  other  fpeculative  fcienqe.    -For  his  own  part,  Mr. 
Beaufoy  remarked,  that  whilft  he  defcribed  with  fati^^fadion 
the  temperate  condu£^  of  the  Diflenters,  he  was  perfeftly 
aware  that  among  them,  as  in  all  large  foci^ties,  intemperate 
individuals  might  be  found;,  but  to  throw  upon  the  Diflenters, 
the  blame  refulting  from' the  unauthorized  lahguage  and  un* 
fan£lioned  afperities  of  fuch  men  would  be  as  abfurd  as  to 
expedl,  that  in  a  large  multitude  no  man  of  a  peculiar  caft  of 
mind  who  meafured  his  opinions  by  a  flandard  of  his  ovim, 
was  ever  to  be  found.     Such  an  imputation  would  prove  as 
unjuft  as  a  charge  againfl  the  Church  of  England  of  embracing 
and  praftlcally  extending  thofe  principles  of  defpotifm,-thore 
maxims  of  civil  thraldom,  which  particular  clergymen  have 
fometimes  inculcated  from  the  pulpit.     Who  does  not  know, 
faid  Mr.  Beaufoy,  that  the  fettled  maxims  and  fundamental 
axioms  of  the  Britifh  conflitution  have  been  condemned  by 
a  higher  authority  in  the  Church  of  England,  than  any  which 
the  Diflenters  own  ?     Yet,  what  man  is  either  fo  weak  or 
fo  wicked,  as  therefore  to  declare,  that  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land is  hoftile  to  the  laws  and  conditution  of  her  country. 
It  is  only  by  the  tenor  of  their  courfe,  and  general  fpirit  of 
their  conduft  that  large  focieties  can  ever  be  jtiftly  tried 
and  meafured,    whether    as  faithful  and   affectionate  fup- 
porters  of  His  Majefty's  illuftripus  houfe;  or  as  citizens 
zealoufly  attached  to  the  conAttution ;  or  as  ProteAants  who 
in  doubtful  and  difficult  emergencies,  have  proved  themf«lve$ 
friends  to  the  eflabliflied  church,  the  Diflenters  will  be  found 
on  a  level  with  the  moft  diflinguifhed  of  their  fellow  fuhjefls. 
Having  obferved  with  what   pleafuce  he  perceived  that  in 
confequence  of  the  laft  debate  on  .the  fubjeiSt,  many  pointf 
on  which  he  had  then  thought  it  his  duty  to  enlarge,  might 
now  be  taken  for  granted  as  known  and  admitted  jtrptbs, 
Mr.  Beaufoy  added,   that  he  (hould  think  it  fuperfluous  to 
prove,  and  from  which  the  Diflenters  follicited  reli  .f,  was 
a  civil,  and  not  a  religious  oppreflion :  that  they  complained 
not  of  ecclefiaftical  hardfliips,  but  of  being  injured  as  citi- 
zens of  being  wronged  as  Englifhmen;  and  that  all  they 
afked  was  a  reftoration  of  civil  rights,  and  permiflion  to  give 
.  proofs  to  the  world  that  no  men  regard  dang^  lefs^  or  value 
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^r  country  more.  He  flioold  think  it  equally  fuperfluoui 
!o  fliow,  that  the  exclafion  of  the  Difleiiters  from  civil  and 
milicaiy  offices  was  not  the  reafon  for  which  the  Teft  A& 
was  or^ioaliy  pafled  ;  for  all  who  had  confulted  the  Journals* 
or  erefl  the  common  hiftories  on  the  fubjeA,  muft  know^ 
that  die  ailembling  an  army  under  Catholic  officers,  for  the 
porpofeof  overawing  the  proceedings  of  Parliament,  and 
the  ftationing  that  army  within  an  hour's  march  of  the^ 
capital,  was  the  circumftance  which  gave  rife  to  the  ftatute.  * 
The  Sacramental  claufe  in  the  Corporation  z€t  was  intended, 
in  like  oianner  againft  the  Catholics  alone  ;  for  as  the  other 
prorifions  of  the  Aatute,  by  difpofleffing  the  enemies  of  the 
court,  had  eftabliflied  the  influence  of  the  Crown  in  all  the 
corporations  of  the  kingdom,  the  Parliament  was  naturally  , 
appreheafive  that  in  the  next  reign,  under  a  Catholic  king, 
all  corporation  offices  would  be  filled  with  Catholics.  It  was 
obvious  that  the  claufe  which  enaded  the  Sacramental  teft 
coald  not  be  intended  againft  the'  Difleiiters,  as  at  that  time 
there  exrfted  no  fuch  delbription  of  people;  for  as  theaA  of 
uniformity  which  produced  the  feparation  was  not  pafled  till 
2  iubfeijuent  period,  thofe  who  were  afterwards  called  Dif* 
(caters  were  then  within  the  inclofure  of  tlie  church,  and 
conbquently  participated  in  her  facraments.  The  proviCon 
i&qA,  therefore,  have  been  intended  as  a  guard  againft  the 
Catholics,  to  whom  it  eifef^uaily  applied,  and  not  as  a  guard 
%ainft  thofe  who  were  afte wards  called  Diflenters,  on  whoni 
.2t  that  period  it  could  not  operate.  Yet  though  the  exclu- 
£oa  of  the  Catholics  from  civil  and  military  employments 
Was  the  object  for  which  the  Teft  and  Corporation  adis  wem 
P^^  the  continuance  of  theie  zStt  with  thjt  view,  was 
altogether  ufelefs;  for  if  the  exelufion  of  the  Catholics  from 
the  offices  of  executive  government  was  ftill  thought  expe- 
dient by  the  ftate,  that  exelufion  might  beeffe£lually  obtained 
^y  the  fame  oath  of  fupremacy,  and  by  the  fame  declaration 
againft  Che  leading  article  of  their  faith  which  debarred  them 
from  a  feat  in  either  Houfe  of  Parliament.  As  to  the  fuffi- 
ciency  of  the  oath  of  abjuration  to  exclude  from  civil  and 
inilitary  employments  all  perfons  of  a  different  faith  from 
a  Clirift'ian,  as  every  man  wlio  takes  that  oath  fwears  that 
he  Ulces  it  on  the  faith  of  a  Chriftian  ;  this,  he  ftiould  con- 
ceive, was  too  generally  known  to  ftand  in  need  of  any  ar- 
pJcoent,  After  this  exordium,  Mr.  Beaufoy  entered  upon  a 
ipc^ific  ftatement  of  the  DilTenters  cafe,  which  he  defcribed 
^  involving  it  in  two  difierentqueftions:  ift.  Have  the  Dif- 
fcntcri  a  right  in  common  with  their  fellow  fubje£ls  to  the 
nfual  privileges  and  general  benefits  ofcitizenfhip  ?  idly.  If 
^7  have  a  right,  what  benefit  does  their  exelufion  from  th^ 

^jojioent  of  it  produced  to  the  Church  or  State }    V  ^^^ 
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ftrft  of  thtk  queftions  were  propofed  to  the  conRderatioti  of 
%  foreigner,  he  wou)^  naturally  afk,  what  are  tiiefe  Diffi*nteri^ 
that  tlieir  right  to  the  common  priviledges  of  citizens  fhould 
be  difpatcd?  Are  they  flaves  to  the  reft  of  the  conimanity^ 
or  are  theyoflenders  who  have  forfeited  their  privileges  by 
their  crimes,  or  are  they  perfons  who  from  their  religiout 
tenets  are  unable,  or  from  dif«<ie£lion  to  the  State  are  unwil- 
ling to  give  the  neceflary  pledges  of  obedieiice?  Not  as 
flaves  to  the  reft  of  the  community,  do  we  deny  th^m  th« 
fifu;il  privileges  of  citizens ;  for,  thanks  to  the  fpirit  of  our 
anceftors,  there  is  in  Great  Britain  no  fuch  defcription  of 
snen.  Not  as  criminals  do  we  exclude  them  from  the  enjoy* 
ment  of  their  rights ;  for  of  the  millions  of  fubjeAs  who 
inhabit  the  kingdom,  there  are  none  of  more  untainted  in* 
tegrity  or  of  more  unqueftionable  honour.  Neither  as  per- 
fons who  are  unable  or  unwilling  to  give  a  fufficient  pledge 
of  their  obedience  to  the  Stale,  do  we  rejeft  them ;  for,  foch 
js  the  fati8fa6tion  Which  We  ftel  in  the  pledges  they  give  of 
their  attachment ;  fuch  is  our  reliance  upon  the  oaths  which 
they  are  at  all  times  willing  to  take,  that  without  hefitation 
or  referve  we  admit  them  to  the  higheft  of  all  trnfts,  that  of 
legiilative  power ;  but  the  ground  on  which  we  do  refuft 
them  the  rights  and  privileges  which  their  fellow  titisent 
enjoy»  is  tlietr  prefurhing  to  believe,  that  in  thofe  concerns 
of  religion  which  relate  not  to  anions  but  opinions,  it  is 
every  man^s  duty,  as  it  is  every  man^s  right,  to  follow  the 
didtates  of  his  own  underftanding.  To  be  concluded  by  the 
evidence  of  another  man's  judgement,  in  oppofition  to  the 
evidence  of  th^tr  own,  they  conceive  to  be  as  impoflihle  at 
to  credit  the  teftimony  of  another  man's  fight  inoppofition 
to  the  evidence  of  their  own  eyes.  It  is  ^its  adherence  to  a 
neceflary  concluflon  from  (eifevtdent  premrfes  ;  jt  is  this  at*- 
tachment  to  an  unavoidable  inference  from  axioms,  which 
no  man  living  difputes ;  it  is  this  uniform  regard  for  the 
right  of  private  judgement  in  matters  of  religion,  which,  in 
the  contemplation  of  the  law,  outweighs  all  fenfe  of  their 
virtues  as  men,  all  efteem  of  their  patriotifm  as  citizens,  all 
refpe6lfor  their  loyalty  as  fubjefts;  it  is  this  which  has  in- 
duced us  to  impofe  on  them  civil  difal»ilities  without  thecom- 
miflion  of  any  offi^nce.  It  is  this  which  ha$  impelled  us  to 
fubjeA  them,  as  far  as  the  law  can  fubje^  them,  to  the  fanoe 
difabiliries  and  the  fame  difhonour  with  thofe  who  have  been 

Subliely  convifted  of  wilful,  corrupt,  and  deliberate  perjury, 
ecaufe  you  will  not  confent  to  be  hypocrites,  therefore^ 
(fay  the  laws)  you  (hall  be  treated  as  if  you  were  perjuted* 
No  office  under  the  Crown,  though  your  fovereign  may 
invite  you  to  his  fervice;  no  tommiffion  in  the  army,  though 
the  enemy  may  be  marching  to  the  capital^  no  fliare  in  the 

manage- 
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management  of  any  of  the  commercial  companies  of  the 
kingdom,  though  your  whole  fortunes  may  be  veiled  in  their 
ftocks,  fhall  be-  yours :  from  the  direction  of  the  Bank  of 
England,  from  the  dire&ion  of  the  Eaft  India  Company, 
firom  that  of  Ruffia,  the  Turkiih  and  South  Sea  Com- 
panies, you  are  entirely  debarred ;  for  if  you  fhould  accept 
of  any  ihare  in  the  management  of  thefe  Companies,  or  of 
any  office  under  the  Crown,  or  of  any  military  employment, 
yoD  are  within  the  penalties  of  the  ftatutes.  In  the  firfl 
place,  you  forfeit  to  the  informer  the  fum  of  500I.;  if  you 
annot  pay  that  fum  without  delay,  the  penalty  is  imprilon- 
ment;  if  you  cannot  pay  it  at  all,  as  may  be  the  caie  with 
many  a  brave  officer,  who  has  offended  againft  the  law  by  ^ 

fighting  the  battles  of  his  country,  the  penalty  is  imprifon- 
ment  for  life.  In  the  next  place,  you  are  incapable  of  fuing 
for  any  debt.  Does  any  one  owe  you  money  ?  Have  you 
entrufted  him  with  your  whole  fortune  }  It  is  in  his  power 
to  cancel  that  debt,  by  annulling  your  means  of  recovering 
it;  and  for  that  adl  of  difhonefty,  of  confummate  fraud,  of 
treachery  in  the  extreme,  the  Parliament  afligns  him  a 
reward  of  500I.  to  be  bequeathed  from  the  wreck  of  your 
fortune.  In  the  next  place,  the  law  denies  you  its  protec- 
tion :  for  the  wrongs  which  he  has  done  you,  ;knd  for  the 
infolts  and  the  injuries,  however  atrocious,  which  you 
have  experienced  from  him,  you  fhall  have  no  redrefs :  to 
the  complaints  of  others  againft  you,  the  ear  of  the  magiftrate 
is  open ;  but  to  your  fupplications,  to  your  prayers,  to  your 
complaints,  it  is  from  this  time  forward  inexorably  uiut. 
You  are  condemned  to  wretchednefs  and  beggary  for  life. 
In  the  next  place,  you  are  incapable  of  receiving  any  legacy; 
the  irtheritapce  bequeathed  by  your  parents  you  cannot  take^ 
your  rights  as  fon  aie  cancelled.  In  the  laft  place,  you  are 
alfo  incapable  of  being  guardian  to  any  child,  even  to  your  ' 
own,     A  former  penalty  annihilated  your  right  as  a  caild,  ' 

this  abrogates  your  privileges  as  a  parent.  Such  are  the 
ftrong  coercions  by  which  the  DifTenters  aro  excluded  from 
the  enjoyment  not  only  *of  their  mofl  valuable  privileges  as 
citizens,  but  of  rights  which  they  hold  by  a  higher  title,  and 
claim  by  a  fuperior  authority  to  any  which  civil  govern- 
ments beftow.  How  hard,  then,  is  the  fituation  of  a  Dif- 
fcnter!  If  he  fliould  difohey  the  laws  which  exclude  him 
from  civil  and  military  employments,  and  fhould  accept  of 
any  office  to  which  the  choice  of  his  fovereign,  or  the  con- 
fidence of  his  fellow  citizens  m^y  invite  him,  he  is  robbed  ^ 
of  his  fortune,  flripped  of  his  inheritance,  deprived  of  his 
perfonal  fecunty,  and  bereaved  of  his  privileges  which  re- 
fult  from  the  natural  relation  of  a  father  to  his  child  !  If, 
on  the  other  had,  he  (hould  acquiefce  in  the  law,  and  pur* 
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fVie  no  etnployments  in  the  army,  in  the  Statey  or  in  the 
commercial  companies  of  tlie  kingdom,  he  fuhmits  to  the 
fame  difability  and  acquiefces  in  the  fame  degradation  which 
belongs  to  thofe  who  are  convifled  of  wilful,  corrupt,  and 
deliberate  peijury  ;  he  is  loaded  with  the  fame  puniHiments 
which  are  infli(£^ed  on  thofe  who  have  trampled  on  the  firfl: 
principles  of  religion,  broken  down  the  flrongeft  fences  of 
civil  government,  j»nd  violated  the  nioft  folemn  obligations 
of  human  fociety.  Such  difabih^ies,  fo  impofed,  are  naked 
and  undiflembled  wrongs,  and,  mfli£led  for  religious  opinion^ 
nearly  conftituc  perfecution;  for  what  is  perfecution  but 
injuries  infliSed  for  religious  belief?  it  is  its  true  definition^ 
lis  juft  and  accurate  defcription*  What,  then,  arethecoa- 
fequences  which  follow  from  thefe  melancholy  fadls  ;  inju- 
rious and>  perhaps,  unexpe(5led  as  the  conclufion  is,  we  are 
compelled,  by  the  evidence  of  truths  which  we  cannot 
difpure,  to  acknowledge  that  the  pretended  toleration  of 
the  Diflenlers  is  a  real  perfecution — a  perfecution  which 
deprives  them  of  a  part  of  their  qivil  rights,  and  which^ 
with  the  fame  juflice,  and  on  the  lame  plea,  might  equally 
deprive  them  of  the  reft — a  perfecution  which  denies  them 
the  management  of  their  property,  and  whixrh^  with  the 
fame  juftice,  and  on  the  fame  plea,  might  equally  take  from 
them  the  property  itfelf — a  perfecution  which  deprives  thera 
of  the  right  of  defending  their  liberties  and  lives,  and  whicl^ 
with  the  fame  juftice,  and  prtclfcty  on  the  fame  plea,  might 
equally  deprive  them  both  of  lii^erty  and  life.  If  one  degree 
of  perfecution  may  be  juftified,  another  degree  of  it,  under 
a i fferen t  circntD fiances,  may  bej.uftified  alfo.  Let  but  the 
,  principle  he  once  adn^kitted,  and  the  Inquifition  of  Portugal 

and  Spain  ceatb  to  be  objjefls  either  of  ridicule  or  of  aM\or- 
rence. 

In  anfwer  to  the  fecond  queftion,  whether  any  advantage 
could  acrue  to  the  Church  or  State  from  refufing  to  the 
Diflenters  the  common  privileges  of  citizens,  Mr.  Beaufoy 
remarked,  that  thofe  who  contend  tfiat  the  Teft  and  Corpo- 
ration laws  are  eflential  to  the  fafety  of  the  Church  of 
JLngland,  muft  mean  that  thefe  laws  are  a  proteflion  to  tlic 
ty  thes  and  other  revenues  which  belong  to  the  eftabliftiment^ 
and  to  the  oflSces  and  honours  which  conftitute  her  hierar- 
chy. The  qiiertion  confequently  is,  would  the  Diflenters, 
.  if  the  Teft  and  Ct)rporation  a^s  were  repeated,  have  either 
the  difpofition  or  the  power  to  deprive  the  Church  of  her 
revenues  or  her  dignities  ?  Thnt  they  would  not  have  the 
difpofition,  he  could  piove  fiom  their  condu£l  in  the  reign  of 
James  the  Second,  when  they  chofe  ta  ftiate  her  hazards 
rather  than  dc»fert  her  interefts — from  their  prefent  condu6k 
in  Ireland,  where  the  Church  ackiiowLdges  that  flie  owes 
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Iter  fafetj  to  their  attachment.     The  good  will  of  the  D5f- 
fenicrs  towards   the   revenues  of  the  church  is  enfured  (and 
if  the  Aacutes  in  queftion  were  repealed  Would   ftiil  he  en- 
fiifed) by  particular circum fiances.    Ihe circuiilftances  were, 
that  the  Oiflenters,  generally  fpeaking,  (for  theiis  were  uh»- 
doubtedly  many  exceptions)  belonged  not  to  the  landed  intcreft 
ofthe  kingdom,  which  bears  the  principal  burden  of  the  tytheS, 
but  to  the  commercial  imerefly  on  which  the  weight  is  cotli* 
paratively  light.     1  he  voluntary  fubfcriptions  of  the  Dif- 
lenters.  to  maintain  their  own  clergy,  were  too  light  to  b'6 
Iclt  2S  a  burden,  and  in  their  deilination  and  ufe  they  wer6 
conflantly  regarded  as  a  privilege.     The  feveral  denomina- 
tions of  the  Diflenters  differed  as  mach  from  each  other  a$ 
from  the  eitahlifhed  Church,  and  they  were  fo  far  from  being 
hoftile  to  its  miniflers,  thr.t  he  believed  the  clergy  themfelves , 
would  acknowledge   that   of    the   voluntary   contributions 
which  they  received  from   their  parifliioners,  thofe  of  the 
Diflenters  were  in  general  the  highelt  and  moft  liberal.    From 
We  remarks  on  the  Uifpofitions  of  the  Diffenters,  Mr^eau- 
lov  pafied  on   to   the  con fi deration  of  the  additional  power 
which  would  be  given  them  by  the  repeal  of  the  llatutes  in 
cueftion.     To  fuch  claffes  ofthe  Diflenters  as  are  r^t  able 
to  give  a  fufficient  pled/e  of  their  civil  obedience,  it  would 
be  no  acquifition.     1  he  Quakers,  who  undoubtedly   were 
mmmj   from  principle,  to  the  revenues  of  the  Church, 
would  ftill  be  excluded  from  the  offices  of  etecutive  govern- 
ment by  their  refiifing  to  take  the  oath  of  allegiance.     The 
Catholics,  alfo,  would  ftill  be  excluded  by  their  refufal  to 
like  the  oath  of  fupremacy*     He  did  ftot  mention  the  Me- 
tliodifts,  becaufe,  unlefs  the  utmof^  ardour  of  devotion,  and 
the  flrongeft  attachment  to  the  doflrines  of  the  Church 
could  be  called  differing  from  the  Church,  he  knew  not  on 
what  grountl  tliey  could  be  confidered  as  Diflenters,     The 
eoly  perfons  who  could  derive  an  advantage  from  the  pro- 
Mi^  rcfufal  would  be  the  Prefbyterians,  the  Independents, 
and  the  Baptifts.      This  advantage  would  conflft  of  notliing 
siore  thtii  tlie  liberty  to  ferve  the  fovereign  when  he  (houla 
all  opon  them  for  Jhe  aid  of  their  integrity  and  talents ;  the 
Ibcrty  fo  ferve  their  fellow  fubjefts  when  they  ihould  eleft 
them  to  offices  of  trufl,   and  the  liberty  of  hazarding  theif 
lifcs  in  defence  of  their  native  land.     What  pofiible  injury 
woald  refult  to  the  Church  from  the  refloration  of  rights  iit 
thcnofelves  fo  clear  and  undifputed  ?     With  refpeft  to  the 
fiffty  of  the  Church,  it  did   not  depend  on  thofe  who  fill 
the  ^ibordinate  offices  of  executive  government,  but  upon 
the Lcgiflature  alone;  and,  in  the  LegiflaturC)  no  poffib^e 
ilteration  could  be  made  by  the   repeal ;  for  neither  the 
Lords  nor  the  Commons  are  required  to  take  the  facramental 
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teft,  nor  are  thofe  by  whom  the  Commons  are  ele£^ed,  in 
that  way  to  qualify  themfelves  for  voting.  One  only  ob- 
jedlon  had  reached  him,  and  this  was>  that  if  the  Difienters 
were  gratified  in  their  prefent  requeft,  new  requifitions  of 
lefs  juftice  might  follow.  But  was  it  poflible  thc{  Legifla* 
ture  could  be  fo  forgetful  of  its  own  firmnefs,  as  to  fay 
to  any  part  of  the  people^  That  which  you  juftly  afk 
We  are  afraid  to  grant,  left  you  ihould  afterwards  lolicit 
more  than  you  have  a  pretence  to  claim*  Wh^t  individual 
in  private  life,  of  common  integrity,  and  of  common  f  rti- 
tude,  ever  refufed  the  payment  of  a  juft  debt,  left  he  ihould 
afterwards  be  afked  for  money  which  he  did  not  owe  ?  But 
what  farther  requifitions  could  the  Diflfentcrs  make)  T^o 
gerivance  would  be  left,  no  opprefllon  would  remain*  The 
three  clafles  of  Diflenters  weuld  have  no  bond  of  union  ;  no 
common  objeft  of  purfuit*  The  Diflencing  intereft  would 
foon  diflblve  away,  at  the  removal  of  the  perfecution  which 
gives  it  ftrcngth  and  compaAnefs,  and  the  eftabliflied  Church 
would  acquire  of  courfe  additional  ftability  and  power* 
Proceeding  next  to  confider  the  effedl  bf  the  repeal  on  the 
interefts  of  the  State,  Mr,  fieaufoy  afked  what,  on  this 
fubje£t,  were  the  fentiments  of  King  William  the  Third  t 
With  refpedl  to  the  fentiments  of  the  firft  of  His  Majefty's 
illuftrious  houfe  who  wore  the  crown  of  Great  Britain,  we 
fortunately  know  their  nature;  betfaufe  the  journals  have  told 
us  how  much  they  lamented  that  fo  many  of  their  loyal  and 
afFe6tionate  fubjeAs  ihould  be  excluded  from  their  fervice. 
But  the  language  of  things  is  ftill  ftronger  than  that  of  thole 
illuftrious  men  ;  for  who  can  refle£t  without  indignation  that 
fo  large  a  proportion  of  the  moft  deferving  citi7ens  are  ex- 
cluded by  law  from  the  privilege  of  engaging  in  the  defence 
of  their  country,  their  freedom,  and  their  lives?     Does  the 

X  voice  of  a  fovereign  in  a  fearful  and  perilous  feafon  call  the 
Diflenters  to  his  fervice,  or  does  the  llrong  impulfe  of  affec- 
tion for  the  native  land  urge  them  to  oppofe  their  ftrength 
to  the  invading  enemy,  and  to  fhow  him  that  his  fword  tnui^ 
pafs  through  their  breaft  before  it  can  reach  that  of  their 
country  ?  Prefumptuous  men  !  what  fhall  be  your  fate } 
From  this  time  forward,  von  fl;all  be  treated  as  outcafts 
from  the  community.  The  law  ihall  withhold  from  you 
the  guards  with  which  it  prote<5ts  the  perfonal  fecuiity  of 

•  the  iubjedl ;  and  even  the  rights  of  inheritance  (hall  be  taken 
from  you.  Do  you  complaiit,  that,  guiltlefs  of  any  offence, 
except  the  offence  of  having  bled  for  your  country,  you  are 
fubjefled  to  penalties  fo  fevere  ?  it  is  but  the  lighteft  pajt  of 

Jrour  puniihment ;  a  higher  fcourge  remains.     It  is  on  your 
eelings  as  parents  that   the  laws  fliall  inflitSt    its  dee}i>€A 
. .   •  jL  wound* 
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wound.    Taioted  in  the  eyes  of  your  ofFspring  as  unfit  to 
betrufted  with  the  care  of  their  education,  or  the  fuperinten- 
knee  of  their  morals,  your  natural  affeftion  fhall  he  made  the 
iatirument  of  your   fevereft  anguifh.     O  moil  incomparahle 
fyftem  of  moft  ingenious  cruelty  !  A  confiderable  part  of  thtt 
beft  fubjeds  of  the  kingdom  cannot  indulge  their  attachment 
to  their  native  land,  but  at  the  expence  of  their  attachment  to 
their  offspring.     The  paffion  of  the  father  for  his  child,  is 
oppofed  to   his  pai&on  for  his  country.     The  barbarian,  of 
vhom  we  read  in  the  papers  on  your  table,  that  African 
tyrant  who  has  carried  the  fcience  of  defpotifm  to  a  perfec- 
tion which  Nei^o  never  knew;  even  he  afpires  at  nothing 
more  than  to  deftroy  the  faniily  attachment,  and  to  annihi* 
hte  the   parental  feeling.    He  does  not  attempt  to  oppofe 
the  attachment  of  the  father  to  the  duty  of  the  citizen; 
but  the  Britifli  law  is  founded  in  (leeper  cruelty.     Its  ohje£t 
IS  to  create  a  war  of  attachments,  and  to  efiabiifh  a  conilifl 
of  paflions.     It  is  to  make  virtue  inconfiftent  with  virtue^ 
dtity  irreconc ridable  to  duty,   aiFeftion  incompatible  with  ' 
afc£lion.      Can  fuch  laws  be  confiftent  with  the  interefls  of 
th«  State  ?      When  the  kingdom,  a  few   years  fince,  was 
aiFailed  by  the  adherence  of  another  claimant  of  the  Crown;  ^ 
when  the  faith  of  a  large  proportion  of  people  was  dubious  ; 
when  the  loyalty  of  many  of  thofewho  M'ere  near  the  perfon 
of  the  King  was  thought  to  be  tainfed,  and  terror  had  palfied 
even  more  than  corruption  had  fedudd,  what  w^.s  then  the 
conduft  of  the  Proteftant  Diflenrcrs  of  England )     To  fay, 
that  of  the  multitudes  which  compofed  that  varied  fociety, 
there  was  not  one  man,  not  a  (Ingle  inividual,  who  joined 
the  enemy  of  His  Majefty*s«houfe,  (unexampled  as  this  proof 
of  their  loyalty  was)  is,    however,  to  fpeak  but  the  fmaHefl: 
prt  of  their  praife ;  for  at  the  very  time  when  the  armies 
of  the  State  had  been  repeatedly  difcomfit<*d;  at  the  very 
time  that  thofe  who  reached  at  Hi^  Majefty's  crown  were  ac- 
tually  in  poflfeffion  of  the  center  of  the  kingdom  ;  at  the  very 
time  when  Britain,  unable  to  rely  on  her  native  ftrength, 
and  hourly  trembling  for  her  fafety,  had  recourfe  to  foreign 
aid:  at  thai  very  time,  the   Diflenters,   regardlefs   of  the 
dreadful  penalties  of  the  law,  and  anxious  for  their  country 
alone,  eagerly  took.arms.     And  what  was  the  return  which 
they  received  ?     As  foon  as  the  danger  was  pafTed  by,  they 
were  compelled  to  folicit  prote6Uon  of  that  general  mercy 
which  was  extended   to  the  very  rebels  againft  whom  they 
fought ;  they  were  obliged  to  ihelter  themfelves  under  that 
aft  of  grace  which  was  granted  to  the  v'ery  traitors,  from 
whofe  arms  they  had  defended  the  <rown,  and  the  life  of  the 
fovereign.     It  was  thus  only  that  they  efcaped  thofe  dread- 
roi  penalties  which   they   incurred   by  their  loyalty,  and 
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i^ehich  the  irritated  friends  of  the  rebellion  were  impatienC 
to  bring  down  upon  them.     To  the  difgrace  of  our  AatuteSf 
to  the  diihonour  of  the  Britifh  name,  to  the  reproach  of 
humahity,   thefe  perfecuting  ftatutes  are  ftill  unrepealed. 
Perhaps,  added  Mr.  Beaufoyi  I  (hall  be  told,  that^  however 
oppreffive  in  fpeculacion   their   injuftice  may  be  though t^ 
inliances  of  their  a6tive  opprefSon  have  feidom  been  expe- 
rienced; becaufe,  not withftanding  the  frequency  of  trefpaflea 
"Upon  their  enadlments,  inforniations  againft  thefe  trefpaflers 
have  feidom  been  exhibited.     Can  futh  a  defence  be  urged 
in  behalf  of  the  flatutes  of  a  Britifh  Parliament?    What  is 
it  but  to  fay,  that  fo  flagrant  is  the  injudice,  fo  unqualified 
the  oppreflion,  fo  hoftile  to  every  feeling  of  humanity  is 
the  language  of  thofe  ftatutes  ^hat  the  moft  depraved  in- 
former, the  moft  inveterate   pradlifer  on  the  fortuhes  and 
lives  of  his  fellow  fubje£ls)  will  not  take  upon  himfelf  che 
odium  of  their  execution.     Rather  than  accept  the  enor- 
mous bribe  by  which  the  Legiflature  invites  him  to  ruin  the 
fortune  of  innocent  and   deferving   citizens ;   rather    than 
accept  the  enormous  wealth  with  the  view  of  which  the 
Legiflature  tempts  him  to  bring  down  upon  the  beft  men, 
punifliments  due  only  to  the  worft:  rather  than  cancel  that 
great  bond  of  nature  which  unites  the  parent  to  his  offspring^ 
the  ruffian  who  is  in  want  of  bread,  refolves,  at  the  hazard 
of  his  life,  to  feek  it  on  the  high  way ;  for  the  deed  to  which 
the  Legiflature  would%rge  him  exceeds  the  meafure  of  his 
depravity.     Shall  we  then  confider  thefe  ftatutes  as  harmlefs 
becaufe  they  are  too  wicked  fpr execution  ?     Can  this  be  ac- 
cepted as  a  fufiicient  aflTurance  that  they  will  not  be  made  as 
oppreflive  in  their  ufe  as  they  are  ferocious  in  their  intent  ? 
It  is  too  fraila  reliance;    it  is  too  infirm  a  fecurity.     If 
there  be  perfons  (and  I  know  there  are  many  who  have 
borne  commiflSons  in  the  army  without  the  facramental  qua- 
lification) if  there  be  any  who  have  taken  a  part  in  the  Bank 
of  England,  the  Eaft  India  Company,  or  any  of  the  other 
chartered  companies  of  the  kingdom,  or  if  there  be  any  in 
the  prefent  or  in  the  late  adminiftration  who  have  accepted 
offices  of  truft  without  this  legal  rcquifite  of  the  Lord's 
Supper,  let  me,  Mr.  Beaufoy  /'aid,  entreat  them  to  recol- 
left  to  what  terrible  penalties  they  are  at  this  very  hour 
expofed,  and  whether  they  be  Diflenters,  or  Members  of 
tlie  Church  of  Scotland,  or  perfons  who,  for  any  reafon,  arc 
willing  to  mix  the  facred  ordinances  of  religion  with  their 
temporal  purfuits;  then  let  me  entreat  them  alfo  to  confider, 
that  it  is  likewife  in  the  power  of  every  man  to  grapple 
with  their  peace;  that  it  is  in  the  power  or  every  man  whom 
avarice,  animofity,  or  private  revenge,  may  prompt  to  deeds 
•f  ill ;  that  is  iu  the  pow«r  of  every  man  who  has  an  intereft 
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to  ferre^  or  a  pafSon  to  gratify^  at  once  to  bring  down  fuch 
isin  on  their  heads,  as  would  make  them  objeds  of  compaf- 
ion  to  the  pooreft  and  the  meaneft  of  their  fellow-fubjedis. 

As  yet,  continued  Mr.  Beaufoy,  I  have  fpoken  as  an  ad- 
rocatefor  a  numerous  defcription  of  my  feliow-fubjedls, 
whofe  moral  virtues   I  efteemj  whofe  patriotifm  I  revere^ 
vhofe  fituation,  as  much-injured  men,  has  ftrongly  attached 
me  to  their  caufe,  but  to  whofe  religious  perfuaiion  1  myfelf 
dojiot  belong.     Permit  me  now,  for  a  few  moments,  before 
!  conclude,  to  fpeak  of  interefts,  in  which  I   have  a  more 
immediate  and  perfonal  concern,  the  intereft  of  the  Church 
of  England.     P^iom  all  teftimonies,  ancient  and  nu)dern,  I 
\^kst  ever  underftaod  that  the  worft  pra£lice  of  which  a  Le* 
(JIature  can  be  guilty,  is  that  of  employing  the  laws  of  a 
country  to  degrade  and  make  contemptible  tlie  religion  of  the 
cDontry*     For,  what  man  is  fo  little  acquainted  with  the 
3oti?es  of  the  human  heart,  or  knows  fo  little  of  the  hiQory 
Dfnations,  as  not  to  be  aware,  that  in  proportion  as  he  weak* 
m!  in  the  people  their  refped  for  religion,  he  corrupts  their 
nanners,  and  in  proportion  as  he  corrupts  their  manners,  he 
renders  all  laws  ineSeftual.     Now,  of  all  the  folemn  rites  and 
^red  ordioances  of  her  faith,  there  is  not  one  fo  guarded 
nund  with  terrors,  and  over  which  the  avenging  fword  of 
:^  Almighty  appears  fo  diilinflly  to  the  view  as  the  ordinance 
ct  the  holy  facrament ;  for,  "  he  who  prefumes  to  eat  of  that 
^  bread  and  to  drink  of  that  cup   uni^orthilv,  eateth  and 
^  drinketh  his  own  damnation  ;  he  is  guilty  ot  the  body  and 
^  Mood  of  Chrift,  and  provokes  the  Almighty  to  plague 
^  him  with  divers  difeafes,  and  fundry  kinds  of  death.  -— 
That  thefe  terrible  denunciations  may  not  be  lightly  and  un« 
^'linkingly  incurred^  the  Minifter  is  direfied,  when  he  {lands 
^*  the  holy  altar,  to  prohibit  the  approach  of  ail  perfons  of 
abandoned  morals,  and  of  Si  profligate  life.     Such  are  the 
niun<5lion8  of  his  religion;  hut  the  law  tells  him,   that  to 
tix>fe  very  perfons,  abandoned  and  profligate  as  they  are,  if 
V^ny  means  they  have  found  their  way  to  office,  he  muft  ad* 
BiiniAer  the  facrament.     Is  he  Informed,  that  the  man  who 
<i^ands  it,  is  covered  with  crimes ;    a  fmuggler,  perhaps, 
^^orfuch  appointments  have  been  at  no  time  unfrequent)  who 
^a3  obtained  his  employment  as  a  reward  for  having  betrayed, 
las  aflbciates,  and  for  having  added  private  treacnery  to.  a 
Iwigcourfe  of  public  fraud  ?    Is  he  alfo  told,  that  this  man» 
'^ew  as  he  is  to  office,  is  already  fuppofed  to  have  violated 
bisnath,  and  that  the  weight  of  accumulated  perjury  is  al- 
ready on  his  head,  ftill  however  the  clergyman  muft  comply 
with  his  demand ;  for,  perjured  as  he  is,  the  Teft  a£l  has 
fivcn  him  a  legal  right  to  the  facrament  of  the  Lord's  Sup» 
?sr.     Should  the  ^liUifter  refufe.  the  expence  of  a  ruinous 
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fuit  would  devour  his  fcanty  means,  and  confign  him  for  life 
to  a  prifon.  Thus  circumflanced,  the  Minifter  has  no 
choice  ;  yet,  he  cannot  but  know  that,  in  taking  it  unwor*- 
thily,  he  eats  and  drinks  his  own  damnation  !  ouch  is  the! 
tafk  which  the  Teft  aft  has  afligned  to  thefe  very  men  whofe 
particular  duty  it  is  to  guard  their  fellow- fubje&s  from  per- 
dition, and  to  guide  them  in  tli;eir  road  to  happinefs'.  If,  in 
the  records  of  human  extravagance  or  of  human  guilt,  there 
can  be  found  a  law  more  prelumptuous  than  this,  I  will  give 
up  the  caufe.  And  to  what  purpofe  is  this  debafement  of 
religion  ?  If  it  be  thought  requifite  that  Diflenters  be  ex- 
cluded from  the  common  privileges  of  citizens,  why  mull 
the  facrament  be  made  the  inftrument  of  the  wrong?  why 
muft  the  purity  of  the  temple  be  polluted  ?  «  why  muft  the 
fanftity  of  the  altar  be  defiled?  why  muft  the  moft  facrcd 
ordinance  of  her  faith  be  ^pofed  to  fuch  grofs,  fuch  unnecef- 
fary  proftitution  ?  If  there  be  perfons  who  are  too  little  at- 
tached to  the  theory  of  the  Chriftian  faith,  to  be  fliocked  at 
the  impiety,  they  muft  at  leaft  be  aftonifhed  at  the  folly  of 
fuch  a  conduit.  For,  who  does  not  fee  that,  in  proportion 
as  we  degrade  the  fanftity  of  religion,  we  diminilh  our  own 
power,  and  unnerve  the  arm  of  the  LegiQature?  If  the 
Houfe  has  faith,  as  I  truft  and  confidently  believe  they  have, 
in  the  religion  of  their  country,  (and  iftlieyhave  not,  God 
knows  that  the  worf^calamity  which  can  befall  Great  Britain 
would  be  the  revealing  this  fecretto  the  people)  is  It  poffible 
that  they  can  permit  an  ordinance,  fo  entirely  abftrafled  from 
all  temporal  purfuits,  to  be  condemned  to  the  drudgery  of 
the  meaneft  of  human  interefts,  to  be  fubjeSed  to  the  pol- 
luted fteps  oftheloweft  avarice,  and  of  the  moft  defpicable 
ambition ;  to  be  dragged  into  the  fervice  of  every  infignlfi- 
cant  ftipend,  and  of  every  contemptible  office,  and,  as  if  with 
•  a  view  to  its  utter  debafement  in  the  minis  of  the  people,  to 
lie  made  a  qualification  for  infpe6ting  the  loath fome  recep- 
tacles of  every  thing  hateful  to  be  named,  which  is  caft  forth 
from  the  city. 

The  Saviour  of  the  world  inftituted  the  Eucharift  in  com- 
memoration of  his  death,  an  evoff  To  tremendous,  that  Na- 
ture affliSed,  hid  herfelf  in  darknefs;  but  the  Britifh  Legifla- 
ture  has  made  it  a  qualification  for  guaging  beer  barrels,  and 
foap-boilers'  tubs ;  for  writing  Cuftom-houfe  cockets  and 
debentures,  and  for  feizing  fmuggled  tea  !  The  mind  is  op- 
prefled  with  idea's  fo  mjsfliapen  arid  monftrous !  Sacrilege, 
hateful  as  it  always  is,  never  before  aflumed  an  appearance 
fo  hideous  and  deformed  ! 

Endeavours  have  been  often  ufed  to  juftify  the  legal  eftab- 
liftiment  of  this  impious  profanation,  by  comparing  it  with 
thofe  provifions  of  our  law^  which  enjoined  tlie  fanftion  of 
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an  oath;  but  the  argument  equally  infults  the  integrity  and 
underflanding  of  every  man  to  whom  it  is  addrefTed;  for, 
though  it  be,  indeed,  true,  that  the  Legiilature,  by  compel- 
ling every  petty  officer  of  the  revenue,  and  every  colle£ior 
of  a  turnpike  toll,  to  fwear  deeply  on  his  admiflion  into  of- 
fice, and  has  made  the  crime  of  perjury  more  frequent  than 
it  ever  before  was  in  any  age  or  coimtry,  yet  how  does  the 
frequent  commiflion  of  this  cripfie  againlt  law,  juftify  the  ef« 
tabiiftiment  of  a  religious  profanation  by  law  ?  But,  without 
commenting  on  the  folly  of  pleading  for  a  legiQative  debafe* 
ment  of  religion  in  one  way,  by  fhewing  that  the  Legiflaturs 
has  contributed  to  its  debafement  in  another,  what  refem- 
blance  does  the  facrament  of  the  Lord's  Supper,  which  is 
merely  a  religious  inftitution,  bear  to  the  ceremony  of  an 
04th,  which  is  an  inftitution  entirely  political  i  An  oath 
anfwers  none  of  the  purpofes  of  religion ;  it  neither  promotes 
anvofher  interefls,  nor  forms  any  part  of  her  eftabliAiment. 
It  belongs  to  the  Jew,  the  Mahometan,  and  the  idolator  of 
every  defcription,  as  much  sa  it  belongs  to  the  Chriftian; 
but  fuch  are  the  arguments  by  which  the  Tefl  and  Corpora- 
tion aAs  have  ever  been  defended. 

In  concluflon,  Mr.  Beaufoy  faid,  to  the  judgement  of  the 
Houfe  1  (hall  now  leave  thefe  perfeouting  ftatutes,  perfe£Uy 
convinced  that  their  refolution  will  be  fuch  as  the  principles 
of  juftice,  the  didates  of  religion,  and,  as  conned^ed  with 
thefe,  the  intereft  and  honour  both  of  the  Church  and  State« 
ihall  confpire  to  recommend. 

Mr*  Beaufoy  having  moved  "  That  the  titles  of  the  a6k  of 
"  Charles  the  Second,  and  of  theTeft  ad,  be  read/*  movedy 
^*  That  a  Committee  of  the  whole  Houfe  be  appointed  to 
"*  take  into  confrder^ition  fo  much  of  the  faid  a<£ls  as  related 
*^  to  the  Prottftant  Diflenters,  and  to  report  their  opinion 
"  on  the  fame  to  the  Houfe." 

Sir  Harry  Hoghtofiy  feconding  the  motion,  ohferved,  that  Sir  Harry 
foreign  nations,  and  particularly  France  and  Sweden,  were  HoghtoA* 
fofar  from  proving  illiberally  hoflile  to  a  diverfity  of  reli- 
gicas  opinions,  rhat,  in  the  former,  a  Roman  Catholic  coun- 
try, Proteftants  were  admitted  into  the  Aeets  and  armies, 
3nd  in  the  latter,  a  Proteftant  country,  Catholics  found 
equal  readinefs  of  admifTion  into  the  public  fervice.  Such  ig- 
nomin  ous  fetters  were  not  caft  upon  the  minds  of  men  either 
in  Ireland  or  Scotland  ;  yet,  an  Irifh  officer,  in  the  very 
moment  of  landing  in  England,  either  muft  refign  his  com- 
milEon,  or  elfe  remain  liable  to  all  th^  penalties  of  the  fta- 
tutes. 

The  queflion  having  been  read  from  the  Chair, 
Lord  North,  having  premifed  that  the  queflion  which  the     Lor4 
honourable  Member  (Mr.  Beaufoy)  had  fubmittcd  to  the  de-   Nort^ 
Vol.  XXVI.  P  cifioa 
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cifion  of  t{i9  Houfe^  had)  long  attra£king  almoft  univerfal  at- 
tention, called  no(  only  for  thi  ir  optnioiit  hut '  for  that  of 
the  iPublie  at  large»  remarked,  that  there  had  been  nuiny  dtf- 
cuffioDSand  parliamentary  debates  upon  this  fubje£^  and  he 
had  altQudy  (o  frequently  delivered  his  fentimentSy  that  it 
became  him  now  to  offer,  in  ibme  degree,  an  apology  for 
claiming  tl^  attention  of  the  Houfe,  and  trefpaffing  upon 
their  patience.  He  could,  indeed^  have  wiflied  to  have  re- 
mained illent  on  the  fubje^^,  but  finding  it  hitherto  impof- 
fible>  from  theftrength  of  any  argument  which  he  had  heard* 

'%o  change  the  opinion  he  formerly  eatertaiiied,  he  could  not 
fuffer  this  motion  to  pafs,  without  fubmitting  his  ideas  to 
the  confideration  of  the  Houfe;  and  he  trulted  that  thq 
Houfe  would  pardon  him  for  claiming  their  attention,  while 
he  endeavoured  to  anfwer  the  arguments  of  the  honourable 

.  gentleman  who  made  this  motion.  This  he  wiihed  the  more 
earneftly,  from  afuppofition  which  might  be  entertained  that 
he  acquiefced  in  the  principle  of  the  motion,  if  he  reonained 
filf  nt  on  the  fubjed. 

In  the  courfe  of  what  he  might  call  rather  a  long  Ufo)  he 
could  not  fay  that  he  recolleded  an  attempt  made  to  fap  the 
foundation,  and  to  df  ilroy  the  fabric  of  the  BritiCh  confti- 
tution,  which  had  not  been  more  uniformly  refiAed  by  that 

.  H<>uie»  and  in  which  refinance  no  perfon  more  earneftly  per** 
fevered  than  himfel^  than  that  upon  which  the  ptefent  mo* 

,  tton  was  founded ;  and  he  bad  thus  afled,  from  the  tnoft  firm 

convi£lion,  that  the  violence  at  which  the  prefent  motion 

\  aimed  wovld^  if  carried  into  effedl,  prove  the  bane  of  the 

.  bulwark  bf  the  conftittitioa  of  this  country  ;  he  begged,  how- 
ever, to  be  uiiderftood,  that  while  he  thus  took  the  liberty 
of  mentioning  the  principles  on  which  he  had  uniformly  adted, 
b^did  not  meai>,  in  the  moft  diftant  degrecv  t<^cail  any  re- 
fleiHion  on  tho<e  who  differed  from  the  eflabliflied  church 

.  in  their  mode  of  worfliip,  hi^t,  on  the  contrary,  be  thought, 
that  bv  their  morals  in  general,  their  pietv^  and  their  learn- 
tng,  tney  became  objeAs  of  great  rtfyeSt ;  atnd  thus  much 
was  lie  defiroui  of  previenfly  declaring,  with  a  view  of  in- 
forming tbofe  to  whom  he  had  the  hononr  of  addreAng  him- 
ielf,  thiitt  he  wiflied  not  to  be  confidered  as  fpeakii^  with 
malevolence  or  angtBii,  if  it^ihould  appear  th^t  he  dwvered 
himfelf  with  warmth  upon  this  fiibje6t. 

The  qjueftton  had  been  agi^s^ted  two  years  agc^  and  was 
then  decided ;  he  fliould  not  blame  the  Difienters  for  reviv- 
ing their  application  again  and  again;  and  he  hoped  that 
they  would  pardon  him  for  endeavouring  to  oppo(e  it  again 
and  again* 

Lord  North  now  adverted  to  the  queftion^  whether  the 
Difientert  bad. beea. treated  improperly,  and  to  the  arguments 
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M  upon  that  occafion.  He  agreed,  that  the  Dlflentert  did 
aotdeferve  ptmifhment:  hut  was  the  la^r  which  tbev  now 
loQghc  to  repeal,  a  puniihment  on  the  DifTenters  ?  No  !  it 
wa!»  a  law  which  muft  he  confidered  as  an  a£l  •£  felf-defenc^ 
on  behalf  of  the  eftabliihed  church ;  it  was  aifo  an  z€t  of 
frlf-defence  of  thofe  who  were  the  deareil  friends  of  ths 
conftitotion,  and  whofe  efforts  contributed  to  prefer vc  it  In 
his  view  of  the  principles  of  the  conftitution,  as  they  applied 
totbeprefent  cafe^  he  wifhed  it  to  be  underftood,  that  hd 
bdd  the  unqueftionahle  maxim  **  That  it  is  eflential  to  xht 
«  intcreft  of  the  conftitution  of  this  country,  to  fupport  thi 
^  eftablifhed  church,^  in  the  faigheft  reverence^  and  could 
not  fubmit  to  even  the  leaft  endeavour  to  impeach  its  validi* 
ij.  Standing  upon  this  impregnable  ground,  he  wiihed  to 
imw  by  what  doArine  it  was  that  the  propriety  of  infilling 
Of)  the  left  could  4)offibly  he  refifted ;  for  the  intention  of 
theTeft  was,  and  it  was  tlie  meaning  of  thofe  who  framed  it, 
tiat  fuch  a  declaration  Ihali  be  made  as  ihall  fccure  us  in  the 
fad  that  no  perfoQ  (ball  poflefs  power,  who  are  not  well  af** 
feded  to  the  Government  of  this  country ;  and  until  we  do 
SKeive  that  fecurity,  it  will  be  wife  and  neceflary  \o  have 
(hat  regard  for  the  Church  which  the  laws  now  in  queftion 
reooire. 

The  aAs  which  the  prefent  motion  made  the  objeAs  of 
repeal,  appeared,  undoubtedly,  entitled  to  fome  inquiry,  and 
opon  examination  it  would  be  found,  that  the  Corporation 
i9i  was  not  only  againft  Popifti  Difl^nters,  merely  from  an 
apprehenCon  of  the  dangerous  tendency  of  their  tenets,  but 
W2S  pafled  at  a  time  when  the  different  feAaries  of  Diflenters 
had  potte^eA  themfelves  of  all  the  powers  of  the  Church  and 
State.  For  the  truth  of  this  doArine,  be  did  not  expe£t  th« 
Houfe  implicitly  to  rely  on  his  aflertion,  but  he  wifhed  that 
they  would  refer  to  the  zSt  itfelf,  and  then  they  would  find, 
that  thie  ^St  itfelf  recites  the  principle  on  v/hich  it  is  founded  * 
to  be  that  of  the  great  and  improper  influence  of  different 
fefiaries  of  Diflenters  from  the  Church  of  England ;  indeed^ 
the  fa^  w^s  nototioufly  fo;  for  it  was  well  known  thiat  at  that 
riod  of  time  thene  were  no  Papifts,  becaufe  the  fedaries 
d  banifhed  them.  The  fiinfe  on  which  the  zGt  pafled,  was 
that  of  preventing,  not  the  Papifts,  for  at  that  time  they 
vere  baniftird,  but  different  lc£taries  among  the  Proteftant 
Diflenters,  from  continuing  in  pofleflion  of  very  dangerous 
and  deftruAive  power,  and  for  the  purpofe  of  preventing,  as 
much  as  poffible,  their  ever  again  o4>taining  fuch  power.  He 
admitted  that  the  Teft  zSt  was  levelled  particularly  againft 
Papiftsj  but  fiill  he  felt  himfelf  entitled  to  maintain,  that 
koth  the  Teft  and  Corporation  a£ks  were  deGgned  to  extend 
to  all  fpecies  and  denon^inations  of  Diflenters ;  for  this  doc- 

Pa  "  trine 


E 


I 


io8  PARLIAMENTARY  A.  1789. 

trine  he  had  the  higheft  and  the  beft  authority ;  fuch,  in- 
deed, as  he  believed  would  not  be  doubted  ;  it  was  the  au- 
thority of  the  Prince  of  Orange,  who  had  decifively  delivered 
his  opinion  upon  this  point,  and  had  unei,uivocally  declared, 
that  there  ought  to  be  in  thiscountry  ah^yednnd  an  eftabliihed 
church,  paramount  to  all  other  ff(fls,  nrul  theVr  modes  of 
vrorlhip.  In  fuch  an  opinion,  thi- great  Prince  was  not  fin- 
gular  ;  for,  the  Lords  and  Commoin,  ij)>on  the  mod  mature 
deliberation,  entertained  the  fame  Jcntiments;  and  among- 
thofe  who  compofed  the  Lords  and  Commons  of  that  day, 
were  to  be  found  charadlers  perhiips,  of  all  others,  in  any 
rera  what  foe  ver,  the  moftenlighten.d,  and  the  mod  friend  ly 
to  liberty,  and  the  true  principles  of  the  Conftitution :  and  iif 
any  difFercnce  of  opinion  could  riow  poffibly  arife  upon  the 
meaning  of  the  Legillature  of  th^t  day,  the  better  way  to 
explain  all  the  difFerf*nce,  and  to  obviate  all  the  difficulty, 
would  be  to  refer  to  the  act,  which  muft,  of  courfe,  explairi 
i'tfelf.  An  attention  alfo  to  the  hiftory  of  thofe  days,  and 
the  manner  in  which  the  Parliament '  had  afled  upon  other 
laws,  would  be  very  proper.  By  this  referen<pe  to  hiftory, 
it  would  be  found,'  that  the  Parliament  of  that  day  had  not 
wildly  or  furioufly  determined  on  retaining  all  the  penal 
laws,  and  to  avail  itlelfilllberally  ofallthc  advantages  which 
it  might  at  t'hat  period  poflefs ;  for  at  that  time  they  had  re- 
moved the  aft  of  recufancy,  but  they  had  determined  that 
the  Teft  a£t  Oioiild  remain  ;  and  for  this,  their  great  reafon 
was,  hecaufe  the  Diflenters  could  not,  without  danger  to  the 
Conftitution,  enjoy  the  power  which  they  then  held. 

To  the  idea  which  had  often  been  mentioned,  with  refpetSb 
to  the  hardftiip"  under  which  the  Diflenters  labour,  becaule 
they  are  deprived  of  all  participation  of  power  in  thiscoun- 
try^ and  confequently  deprived  of  what  other  members  of 
the  community  enjoy,  he  fliould  beg  leave  to  oppofe  the 
anfwer,  that  an  exclufion  from  power  in  fociety  is  not  a  de- 
privation of  natural  right ;  for  that* power,  honour,  and  truft 
inuft  depend  upon  the  will  of  the  Sovereign,  regulated  a^  it 
is  in  this inftance,  by  a  particular  acSt  of  Parliament;  and  if 
we  fay,  that  in  this  inftance  the  law  is  unjuft,  we  muft  fay 
that  Parliament  has  exceeded  its  authority,  and  by  fo  doing, 
we  confound  two  very  diftincSl  powers  indeed;  and  thefe  are. 
Government  and  the  power  of  the  King.  This  diftinc^ion 
would  appear  very  clear  to  thofe  who  flaould  take  the  trouble 
of  reflefling  upon  the  fubjed^. 

Much  ftrefs  had  been  laid  upon  the  fubjefl  of  debate,  by 
way  of  allufion'  to  foreign  powers ;  upon  this  it  would  be 
well  to  recolleil^  that  thofe  foreign  powers  are  arbitrary, 
and  very  different  from  us  in  the  mode  of  enforcing  laws  ; 
for  there  the  Monarch  employs  whom  he  pleafes;  nor  is 
•  there 
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ttne  any  rule  but  his  own  will  to  guide  his  condu£b»  and  if 

a£rinconvenieoce  fliould  arife  from  his  caprice,  no  inquiry 

an  take  place  into  the  condudl  of  his  advifers.     In  (hort, 

tk  Will  of  the  Monarch  is  abfblute,  and  therefore  the  eilence 

of  all  government;  but  England  is  governed  by  known  la  ws, 

nor  need  we  lock  to  foreign  nations  for  information,  when 

we  bavefuch  copious  matter  for  perufal  in  our  own  country. 

But  tbe  gentlemen  on  the  other  ftde  would  fay,  that,  in  this 

enl'ghtened  age,    they  called  for  complete  toleration;  to 

vhich  he  would  anfwer,  they  liaye  complete  toleration ;  and 

if  the  truth  of  this  aiTertion  were  doubted,  he  (hould  he  ob- 

ligoi  to  any  gentleman  for  pointing  out  wherein  there  was  to 

b  found  any  defect  in  the  fyften)  of  toleration.     Had  we  any 

interference  from  the  Church,  or  any  other  Power,  with 

rcfpcdl  to  the  mode  of  our  devotion  ?  Was  there  any  rule  laid 

<iown  with  tefpe&  to  the  mode  of  our  education  }    or   was 

there  any  iiiftance  yvherein  any  power  whatfoever  interfered 

with  the  religious  purfuits  of  perfons  in  private  life  ?  If  there 

vere  any  of  thofe,  then  (hould  he,  as  earnedly   as  others, 

come  forward,  to  join  in  endeavouring  to  wipe  them  away. 

It  appeared,  however,  that  the  Diflcnters  wanted  not  a  to- 

leni.ron  only,  but  alfo  a  participation  of  power.     Upon  this 

pcint,  nothing  new,  in  his  opinion,  could  be  advanced  ;  he 

« Icaft  had  given  his  opinion  already,  which  he  fhould  now 

decline  repeating.     But,  for  the  idea  entertained  and  hinted 

*f>  that  the  prefent  motion  went  in  effefl:  to  fave  the  Mini- 

iters  of  the  Church  of  EngTand  from  a  penalty  for  receiving 

2  perfon,  and  adminiftering  the  facrament  to  him,  who  is 

notorioufly  an  evil  doer,  his  opinion  was  this,  that  if  any 

perfon  applied    to  haye  the  facrament  adminiftered  to  him, 

andtheprieft  Ihould  know  fuch  perfon  to  be  an  evil-doer, 

then  the  prieft  would  be  fan£tioned  by  the  Rubric,  nay,  by 

tbe  eccl^fiaftical  and  canon  law,  he  was  obliged  to  refufe  ad- 

tninifterjng  the  facrament  to  fuch  perfon ;  and  it  (hould  always 

be  remembered,  that  this  is  the  law,  and  the  minifter  a£ting 

iinder  the  law  will  always  be  proteSed  bv  the  law.     There 

is  no  law  which  obliges  the  minifter  to  admit  fuch  a  perfon, 

and  therefore  he  can  now  rejeft  and  refufe  the  facrament  to 

the  very  fame  perfons  as  they  could  before  thea£bs  in  quef- 

tion.   It  had  been  induftrioufly  circulated,  that  the  Teft  aft 

ought  to  be  confidered  as  an  admillion  into  office ;  this  he 

begged  leave  to  deny  ;  it  was  not  an  admiffion  into  office,  but 

that  fjrt  of  fecurity  which  the  law  required,  in  order  to  ht 

Satisfied  that  thofe  who  are  hitruAed  with  power  are  friendly 

to  the  State. 

Notice  had  been  taken  of  the  point  of  profanation  offered 

to  religion,  by  introducing  a  teft  for  a  civil  office,  and  it  was 

contended  that  there  was  a  great  difference  between  a  religi- 
ous 
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00s  teft>  andean  oath  for  the  due  difcharge  of  the  duty  to  a 
civil  employment.     Upon  this  idea,  he  wifiied  to  be  under- 
ftood  to  fay,  he  confidered  an  oath  not  only  at  a  religious 
teft,  but  a  religious  ad  of  the  moll  folemn  nature ;  tor  it 
was  a  folemn  appeal  to  the  Creator  of  the  truth  of  an  ailer- 
tion ;  a  circnmftance,  in  his  opinion,  which  could  not,  in 
thecourfeof  human  events,  be  exceeded  in  folemnity.     Ad- 
verting to  the  point  upon  which  fo  much  has  been  fatd  re- 
lative   to  the  Indemnity    aft,    which  annually  pafles  the 
Hoofe,  this,  he^  faid,  was  tile  practice  of  Parliament,  not 
from  a  fenfe  of  the  propriety  of  the  Corporation  and  TeA 
a£ts,  but  from  a  candid  allowance  for  miQakes  and  errors; 
and  here,  hecouid  not  help  obferving,  that  thofe  who  took 
advantage  of  thofe  indemnity  ad>  and  afterwards  ufed  their 
operation  in  argument  to  favour  the  repeal  of  the  Corpora- 
tion and  Teft  a£t,  did   not  come  before  the  Parliament  ia 
the  mofl  candid  manner,  nor  could  they  therefore  be  deemed 
the  faireft  obje£ks  of  lenity  and  favour ;  and  as  to  the  hard- 
ifaips  which  had  been  often  mentioned  as  firifing  out   of  the 
penalties  of  five  hundred  pounds  to  be  impofed  upon  perfons 
difobeying  thefe  laws,  it  was  neceffary  only  to  ob(erve,  that 
thofe  penalties  were  to  be  levied  only  on  thofe  who  wantonly 
tranfgrefled  the  law  ;  for,  that  all  tncfe  wlio  erred  from  raii- 
take,  were  objects  of  the  Indemnity  bill;  and  thofe  who  aft 
in  defiance  of  a  law,  well  knowing  its  t^nor,  were  not  fair 
objeds  of  favour,  becaufe  fuch  9^  aft  in  contempt  of  the 
laws,  deftroy  the  compaft  of  fociety.     Notwithftanding  that 
heagnedin  the  opinion,  that  the  Corporation   and   Teil 
a£ls  are  not  founded  on  the  law  of  nature,  yet  he  hpmbly 
prefumed  that  this  was  a  futile  objeft  on,  and  that  it  would 
be  found  that,  in  a  flate  of  fociety,  it  is  impoflible  for  any 
mode  of  Government  to  be  completed  by   this  diflin£tion) 
indeed,  if  reference  were  had  to  any  of  the  laws  of  the  cuf- 
toms  or  revenues,  ihey  would  lie  found  to  have  no  analogy 
to  the  laws  of  nature  ;  and  yet  no  friend  to  his  country  would 
contend  that  obedience  to  thofe  laws  ought  not  always  to  be 
obferved.     It  had   been  remarked,  that  this  law,  thus  im- 
pofing  penalties  on  perfons  refufing  or  negleftingto  obfervc 
it,  has  never  been  put  in  force,  and  wil>ly   hid  it  never 
been  put   in  force,  becaufe  there  was  no  proof  that  it  was 
cverdifobeyed.     The  greateft  reverence   had  hithero  bev:n 
entertained  tor  a  favourite  maxim  in  the  law  of  this  coun- 
try :  That  to  preferve  the  Church  is  to  preferve  the  State; 
hut  if  the  prvlent   motion  was  a^rerd  to,  the  maxim   muft 
then  be  abandoned  ;  and    he   believed  thofe  who  valued  the 
real  excellence  of  our  conftirution,  would  have  no  reafon  to 
reioice  at  the  innovation  in  the  laws  :  for  that  clifrinflion  upon 
-   '       religious  topics,  was  what  wife  men  have  ever  been  defiroos 
:  '  3  of 
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6f  arokUng ;  and  therefore  we  (hould  regard,  with  eautioiv 
every  point  which  lends  to  create  diftruil  in  the  eftablifhed 
cfaireh. 

As  he  had  fb  amplj  expatiated  concerning  the  princi^e  cf 
iit  Teft  a£t,  it  woold  nee  be  uoreafonable  to  expeA  he 
IkouU  hint  at  tlie  caafe  of  that  ^£tf  and  upon  this  point  he 
^thimfeif  warranted  in  declaring,  that  the  a£l  in  ^acftion 
vM  not  the  efie£k  of  the  wanton  difpofition^of  thofe  who 
vilted  ezdufiveiy  to  favour  the  eftablifhed  church,  but  ic 
m  an  aS  forced  from  the  L^iilatare  by. the  vioknt  temper 
tfthetimea,  and  he  had  no  fcraple  in  declaring,  that  the': 
Tefiad  did  preferve  the  conftttQtion  of  the  country;  for* 
vim  the  King  endeavoured  to  ovettum  the  conftitution  of 
this  country,  nothing  flood  in  bis  way  but  the  Teft  ad  and 
;nul  laws;  tbefe  were  the  only  ftumbling  blocks  which  the 
tyrant  met  in  his  way,  when  he  attempted  to  acquire  uare- 
trained  power  ;  the  removing  of  this  aA,  therefore,  would 
Objuring  the  Church,  and  undermining  it,  aiid  to  under- 
Blue  the  Church  was  to  defiroy  the  liberty  of  the  whole 
lingdom ;  f^r  that  liberty  was,  in  his  opinion,  infeparably 
ooaoe£ked  with  the  £ifety  of  the  Church. 

Lord  North  now  entered  into  an  hiftorical  detail  of  the 
Kogreis  of  reltgiotts  regulations ;  he  inftanced  circumftancea 
a  the  reign  of  James  and  of  Charles  the  Second,  wlierein,  be 
H  the  caufe  of  the  Chunch  wtis  the  caufe  of  the  State ; 
nd  if  it  was  fo  then,  it  ought  to  be  fo  now ;  for  the  Churcii 
tfnoiras  dear  as  ever;  nay,  (he  is  now  more  dear  than 
ner,  becaufe  ihe  unites  liberality  with  loyalty,  and  becaufe 
^has,  for  upwards  of  one  hundred  years,  been  purifying 
from  thegrofs  fuperftttions  of  darker  times.  The  Church  is 
now  pvrified,  and  brought  to  the  ftandard  of  true  chriftianity. 
This  being  the  cafe,  he  dii  not  wiih  to  fee  the  Diflenters  at-* 
^pt  to  potion  the  puce  flream ;  he  hoped,  therefore,  that 
^Houie  would  paufe  before  thev  pafs  the  line,  thus  wifely 
ud  cautioufl  V  drawn  a  century  ago.  There  was  no  tyranny 
ia  the  idea  ot  not  admitttno;  any  fet  of  individuals  into  power, 
^  the  fnbjefi  of  the  prefent  application  did  not  arife  from 
titt  thought  of  the  DiiTenters  being  oppre£ed,  but  from  the 
aildnefs  of  the  Church ;  and  it  would  be  hard  indeed  if  the 
Qiorch  ihould  fuffer  in  confeqtience  of  her  own  virtues. 
Some  perfons  among  the  Diflenters  had  taken  tbeTeft,  and  he 
Wliered  they  did  (b  without  infringing  the  principke  of  tlieir 
^{ion,  and  thofe  who  will  take  it,  did  not,  in  his  opttti^n, 
appear  obje£ls  of  farther  lenitv ;  indeed,  when  the  Houfe  re* 
collcded  the  length  of  tiate^heaaa  bad  fubiifted,  and  that 
it^nicularly  bdhoved  them  tiot  to  be  carried  away  with  a 
^  attention  to  words,  and  theaeby  allow  a  pankipation  of 
^cr,  infteadef  a  tolejnition  of  opinion;  (foi^  that  wonU 

be 
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be  the  cafe,  if  they  indifcriminately  attended  to  the  bewitch- 
ing words  **univerfal  toleration,")  if  the  Houfe  confented  tc 
this,  they  might  one  day  become  the  obje£t  of  that  toleration 
from  others,  which  to  others  they  now  extend. 

In  concluAon  Lord  North  intreated  the  Houfe  to  forgive 
him  for  the 'length  of  his  addrefs,  but  it  was  a  fuHje£l  neax 
his  heart,  and  perhaps  they  might  never  hear  him  enter  even 
once  more  into ;  but,  before  he  fat  down,  he  Ibould  moft 
earneftly  implore  the^  Houfe  to  paufe  again  and  again,  before 
they  voted  for  this  Committee,  and  to  reUcSt  that  fhould  the 
abolition  of  the  whole  law,  at  any  tinAe,  take  place,  the 
deareft  interefts  of  the  country  would  receive  a  blow  too  vio- 
lently dangerous  to  be  without  the  utmoft  difficulty  repaired, 
would  prove  injurious  to  the  interefts  of  this  country. 
Sir  James  •  Sir  James  Joh'ijione  obferved  that  he  meant  to  vote  in  fa- 
JohnAone.  vour  of  the  motion  made  by  the  honourab!e  gentleman  who 
opened  the  debate.  When  the  fubjeft  fell  laft  under  ilifcuf- 
fion  he  had  indeed  taken  a  different  ground,  becrjfe  he  then 
conceived  that  all  the  old  women  and  children  would  cry  our, 
"  the  Church  was  in  danger?'*  but  he  found  there  had  beea 
no  iuch  cry,  and  he  was  fully  perfuaded  that  there  had  not 
been  any  grounds  for  fuch  a  cry  at  all.  He  felt  it  more  than 
diiEcult  to  fuppofe  that  the  higheft  power  and  authority 
which  freemen  could  beftow  on  freemen,  fhould  be  withhold 
den  from  Diflenters,  or  that  it  would  be  more  abufed  by  them, 
than  by  perfons  of  the  eflablifhed  church.  The  noble  Lordi 
had  faid,  that  the  conftitution  of  this  country  depended  en 
f  the  prefervation  of  their  civil  and  religious  liberties,  and; 
that  if  they  began  to  change  the  principles  on  which  they 
were  eflablifhed,  they  would  be  in  danger.  If  that  were  to 
be  admitted  as  a  reafon  for  not  repealing  the  Tefl  a^,  it 
would  apply  univerfally  and  operate  againfl  the  repeal  of 
every  flatute  however  abfurd,  and  fit  to  be  expunged  from 
the  ftatute-book.  Let  the  Houfe  remember  that  even  fo  re- 
cently as  in  the  year  1727,  an  idea  was  entertained  by  the 
Legiflature,  that  old  women  had  more  power  than  voung 
ones,  and  the  flatutes  againfl  witches  remained  in  force. 
For  his  part  he  wifhed  for  univerfal  toleration,  and  that  in 
every  rown  throughout  the  kingdom  there  fliould  be  different 
fedaries.  There  were  (he  un.jerftood)  two  Miniflersof  the 
Church  of  England  in  that  Houfe,  why  fhould  there  not  he 
two  difTenting  Miniflers  likewife,  and  of  every  other  def- 
cription.  * 

Mr.  Smith.     Mr.  Smith  begged  leave  firfl  to  advert  to  the  declaration  of 
the  noble  Lord,  (North)  in  the  blue  ribband,  that,  whether  a 
notorious  ill-liver  had  a  place,  or  employn.ent,    or  not,  a 
Miniller  was  equally  warranted  in  refufmg  to  a^minifler  the 
facramentto  him,  and  therefore  was  relieved  from  the  di£- 

cuhy> 
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culty,  which  the  honourable  gentleman  who  made  the  mo- 
tion, had  fiated  him  to  labour  under.  He  believed  that  the  ' 
Dohle  Lord  would  find  but  very  few  lawyers  prepared  to 
aCeitthat  the  law  fiood  upon  the  ground  where  he  had  placed 
it.  His  quarrel  with  the  Teft  aft  (Mr.  Smith  faid)  w^s 
n:t  for  its  inadequacy,  but  for  its  partial  adequacy,  fince  it 
here  upon  fome  Difienters  and  not  upon  others.  Tlie  noble 
Lord  had  afierted,  that  it  only  meant  to  afFed  one  clafs  of 
Diflentcrs,  fince  no  Diflcnters  were  excluded  from  the  par- 
ticipation of  power  by  the  operation  of  the  Teft  laws,  but 
fuchas'were  determinateiy  againft  the  difcipline  and  do£lrines 
of  the  Church  of  England.  The  noble  Lord  muft  know  but 
littieof  tlie  opinion  of  the  Diflenters  if  he  thought  in  this  ^. 

manner.  Their  objedion  lay  againft  the  making  a  religious 
ceremony  the  teft  of  taking  a  civil  ofUce,  and  their  obj?6lion 
voold  equally  hold  good  if  they  were  to  be  called  upon  to 
lake  the  facfament  in  their  own  meetings.  Mr.  Smith  point- 
ed oat  the  difterence  between  taking  an  oath  and  taking  the 
facrament,  the  firft  (he  faid)  was  only  a  folemn  affirmation 
in  ti)e  prefence  of  God,  that  what  one  faid  Was  true,  the 
other  was  an  avowal  that  they  belonged  to  the  eftabliflied 
Church  of  England,  and  approved  of  the  dodtrines  and  difci- 
pline of  that  church.  An  oath  therefore  was  a  civil  proceed- 
ing, a  facraroental  teft,  a  religious  ceremony.  With  regard 
to  the  inadequacy  of  the  Teft  a£^,  as  the  matter  ftood  at 
prefent,  a  man  might  come  to  the  table  and  qualify  himfelf 
for  oflke  by  receiving  the  facrament,  and  both  an  hour  be« 
fore  and  and  hour  afterwards  he  might  publicly  profefs  that 
Ik  did  not  belong  to  the  eftablifhed  church,  and  that  he  dif- 
approved  of  its  difcipline  and  dodtrines.  With  regard  to  the 
nohle  Lord's  declaration,  that  the  religion  of  the  country  was 
neceflarily  connedled  with  the  State,  and  a  part  of  the  govern- 
tnenli  he  muft  own  himfelf  not  to  be  convinced  by  "the  noble 
Lord's  argument.  That  the  opinion  was  not  generally  recog- 
nized, he  would  ftiew  by  reading  a  fliort  quotation  from  the 
^ork  of  a  very  refpeftable  clergyman,  (Mr.  Archdeacon 
Paiey).  Mr.  Smith  here  read  an  extrafl,  in  which  the 
Archdeacon  ftates,  that  if  ever  the  religion  of  the  country* 
was  confidered  as  part  of  the  government  of  the  country,  * 

oreven  as  its  ally,  and  ufedas  a  political  engine  of  ftate,  the 
rooft  mifchievous  confequences  would  refolt  from  theexercife 
^f  its  influence.  The  noble  Lord's  declaration  that  the 
exiftcnce  of  the  Teft  afi  wais  eflential  to  the  fecurity  of  the 
country  he  could  not  admit,  neither  could  he  conceive  that 
the  difcipline  and  dodrines  of  the  Church  of  England  might 
not  remain  in  full  force,  if  no  legal  impediment  were  thrown 
in  the  way  of  Diflenters.  The  reftraint  which  did  not 
care  an  cvW,  was  a  punifement ;  and  the  reftraint  impofed 
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upon.  Diflenters  did  not  cure  any  evil  that  exifted.  It  af>- 
peared  not  iefs  ridiculous  than  oppreffive  to  contend  that  it 
was  neceflary  for  the  fecurity  of  the  eftablifhed  Church, 
that  no  Diffentcr  (houid  he  in  the  meaneft  oflBce  Did  the 
doiSlrines  of  the  edahlifhed  Church  require  prote£tion  ?  Sure- 
ly this  poGrion  would  not  be  admitted,  for  no  man  would 
fay  that,  fupported  by  the  great  luminaries  wliich  now  dig- 
nified the  Bench,  fuvportcd  alfo  by  the  two  Univerfitiea, 
the  fources  of  their  principles,  they  could  poffihly  ftand  in 
need  of  fuccour.  Befides  tlie  Do&rines  of  the  Church  of 
*  England  were  as  much  in  danger  of  being  attacked  at  that 

moment,  as  they  would  be  if  the  Teft  a<^  had  been  repealed^ 
Becaufe  a  few  Diffenters  might  not  approve  the  doftrincs  of 
'  .the  Ciiurch  of  Lngland,  and,  not  approving,  might  arraign 
them  in  atgument,  was  that  a  reafon  for  impoflng  difabilities 
and  fevere  reftridli(  ns  upon  the  whole  body  of  Difienters  ? 
7  ruth  always  would  prevail ;  but  when  falfehood  exifleJ^ 
the  fecular  power  of  the  country  wat»  required  to  fupport  it« 
The  noble  Lord  had  fa:d  the  existence  of  the  Church  and  the 
exigence  of  the  ConAitution  went  hand  in  hand.  He 
thought  him  miAaken ;  and  as  a  proof  that  the  liiAory  of  the 
Church  did  not  bear  the  nohle  Lord  ou\  in  his  ailertion*  the 
noble  Lord  him felf  conceived  it  proper,  foo"h  after  his  bifto- 
rical  deduction  of  the  Aate  of  the  Chureh  to  refer  to  a  period 
in  which  tlie  Church  of  England  had  a£led  with  a  fpirit  of 
violence,  and  a  fpirit  of  intolerance.  1  he  noble  Lord  had 
iiflerted,  that  a  participation  of*  power  was  not  neceflary  to 
complete  toleration.  He  could  prove  that  it  was,  and  why 
was  it  not?  the  only  reafon  affigned  was,  that  it  might  enable 
l^iiTenters  to  Qiare  in  tlie  power  accompanying  oflBce.  If^ 
to  be  admifiible  to  office,  was  a  right  belonging  to  other  fuh* 
jefls,  why  ought  not  every  good  fubjed)  to  be  equally  entitled 
10  pofTefs  it?  Mr  Smith  declared  it  to  he  a  moil  falUtious 
argument  to  favy  that  becaufe  the  law  did  exift,  it  was  there- 
fore ju  A  and  ought  not  to  b;  repealed.  He  reminded  the 
Houfe,  that  the  law  before  repealed  in  favour  of  the  Diflen* 
ters,  had  Aopd  exaflly  in  the  fame  fituation  as  the  Teft  aA 
did.  1  he  fame  fort  ojf  objedlions  had  been  urged  ?gainft  its 
repeal,  and  many  applications  had  been  made  before  it  was 
repealed.  The  idea  was,  that  it  would  put  Diffenters  in  a 
new  fituation,  if  the  l  eA  and  Corporation  a6ls  were  repeal* 
cd,  and  that  they  ought  not  to  be  repealed,  becaufe  it  would 
'  give  influence  to  the  DiAenters;  for  -*he  very  fame  reafon  they 
might  fay  that  men  fliould  not  grow  rich,  becaufe  riches  un* 
doubtedly  gave  influei.ce,  and  yet  the  DiAenters  were  not  de- 
barred from  acquiring  wealth.  With  regard  to  the  praftice 
of  foreign  countries  in  employing  Proteftants,  the  noble 
Lord  had  faid  it  was  one  of  tbofe  trivial  advantages  belonging 
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to  arbitrary  power ;  if  it  be  a  trivisU  advantage^  why  fliould 
not  this  country  poflefs  itfelf  of  it?  The  noble  Lord  had 
thought  proper  to  contend  that  the  Diflfenters  made  an  ill 
life  of  the  laws  of  the  country  by  taking  advantage  of  the 
ladeisDity  hills,  and  never  qualifying.  What  were  the  In- 
demnity 2&S  palled  for,  but  to  be  retorted  to  as  a  prpte^iou 
agninft  tlie  confequences  of  not  having  conformed  i  Surely, 
it  was  folly  in  the  extreme  to  preferve  upon  the  ftatute  book.*;, 
ads  which  they  were  afliamed  to  enforce,  and  the  difrd'pedk 
2Yowed  for  which,  rendered  a  repetition  of  Indemnity  a6ts 
mnaally  neceflary.  Mr.  Smith  truAed,  however,  that  the 
knpreiBon  made  by  the  noble  Lord  wovld  be  effaced  by  the 
;irguments  of  fome  gentleman,  more  able  to  do  juHice  to  the 
iuKjed  than  himfelf.  The  noble  Lord  had  not  di (played  hi& 
vlual  liberality  and  candour,  he  had  fpoken  with  great  fo- 
kmnity  of  manner,  but  his  arguments,  if  they  defer ved  the 
name,  bore  a  fimilitude  ro  the  old  cry  re-echoed  through 
the  kingdom  in  the  time  of  Sacheverel,  *^  the  Church  is  in 
^  danger/*  How  weak,  how  fallacious,  was  this  reafoning 
of  the  noble  Lord !  He  hoped,  therefore^  to  hear  his 
ibphiilry  refuted,  and  his  pompous  nothings  thoroughly 
rapofed. 

Lord  North  anfwered,  that  feveral  points  which  the  lion-  Ld.  Nortli 
oarable  gentleman  had  flated,  muA  have  arifen  either  from 
bis  not  having  exprefied  himfelf  properly,  or  froiti  the 
honourable  gentlemen's  having  mifunderflood  him.  What 
belaid  concerning  the  operation  of  the  Teft  aft,  was,  that 
it  only  excluded  thofe  Diflenters  from  power,  who  had  fo 
perfcd  an  averfion  from  tlie  doftrine  of  the  Cliurch  of  Eng- 
bid,  that  they  refufed  to  communicate  with  that  Church. 
Another  obje&ion  to  what  he  had  faid,  was  about  the  law  ; 
he  would  rc-ftate  his  argument — it  was  this:  If  any  noto- 
rious evil-doer  offer  himfelf  to  receive  the  facrament,  he 
might  be  rejefted ;  and  his  having  or  not  having  a  place 
id  not  at  aU  make  the  cafe  different.  The  miniffer  might 
rejed  him,  nor  did  fuch  lejeftion  render  the  minifier  liable 
to  any  pomfliment.  If  the  miniffer  had  good  reafon  to 
Wieve  the  perfw  apply iog  for  the  facrament  was  an  evtl- 
^r,  he  might  rcfufe  it.  That  he  apprehended  to  be  the 
bw,  and"  he  Ihould  continue  to  apprehend  fo  till  he  heard 
from  good  authority  that  it  was  contrarv.  What  hurt  him 
mcft  was,  the  honourable  gentleman's  having  charged  him 
with  iUlberality  in  faying  that  fome  of  the  Diffenters  had 
abofedan  aA  of  Parliament.  The  h€t  he  underflood  to 
ftandthtxs:  the  Indemnity  a6ts  were  frequently  introduced^ 
and  the  perfons  who  bad  taken  offices  and  not  qualified, 
inftead  of  availing  themfelves  of  the  opportunity  afforded  by- 
toe  a&  of  Indemnity,  did  not  conform,  but  wait^  till  ainother 
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a£l  came  forward^  and  fo  .on  from  time  to  time,  witbour 
taking  the  Teft  at  all.    This,  he  mull  contend,  was  an  ahuie 
of  the  indulgence  of  the  Lcgiilature.     He  hoped,  however^ 
that  the  honourable  gentleman  would  not  from  this  conclude 
that  he  had  any  perl'onal  ill  will  againfl  the  Diflenters  in, 
general.     He  knew  them  to  be  a  very  refpedlahle  and  meri- 
torious body  of  men,   and  that  feveral  of  -them  had  diftin— 
guifhed  themfelves  eminently  by  their   writings.     A  Dif- 
fenter  might  make  as  good  a  magiftrate  as  another,  but  he 
fpoke  againll  his  adling  coi^trary  to  law,  and  taking  advan^ 
*         take  of  its  indulgence*     He  hoped  his  ai^uments  had  noC 
made  tKe  fame  imprefllon  on  tlie  Houfe  as  they  appeared  to 
have  done  on  the  honourable  gentleman.     As  to  their  having 
been  pompous  nothings,  experience  and   reafon   were   tlie 
grounds  of  his  argument,  and  he  flattered  himfelf  there  was 
more  of  fenfe  and  foliciicy  than  pomp  and  nothingnefs  in  what 
he  had  uttered.     With  regard  to  the  connexion  between 
the  ChOrch  and  State,  he  mufl  maintain  that  aiTertion ;  andy 
if  the  Houfe  would  recur  to  hiftory,  they  would   find  that 
when  the  Church  tottered,  the  State  tottered  likewife,  and 
that  the  ruin  of  the  former  had  regularly  preceded  the  ruin 
of  the  Conftituticn.     Would  that  be  termed  pompous  i     At 
the  fame  time  he  had  faid  that  the  principles  of  the  Church 
might  be  carried  too  far,  and  had  inftanced,  when  her  con* 
du6t  had  been  marked  with  intolerance  and  violence  of  fpi;*it. 
He  could  only  impute  the  honourable  gentleman*s  difrefpe£t 
for  his  argument^    and  his  termining  it   fophiftry,    and  a 
feries  of  pompous  nothings,  to  the  circumftance  of  its  ha- 
ving been  delivered  by  one  of  the  weakeft  Members  in  the 
Houfe;  the  fame  argument  advanced  by  any  other  gentle- 
men, he  trufted,  would  be  thought  to  have  fome  weight ; 
ytt  he  did  not  blame  th«  honourable  gentleman  for  differing 
with  him  in  opinion.     Ihe  honourable  gentleman  had  a 
right  to  fee  the  matter  in  one  point  of  view,  as  much  as  he 
had  to  confider  it  in  that  in  which  he  ha4  f^v  y^^rs  been 
accu Homed  to  think  concerning  its  nature.     H^  confiplained 
not  of  the  mat<er  of  the  honourable  gentleman's  objedionj 
but  could  have  wifhed  to  have  received  •  as  much  candour 
from  the  honourable  gent  leman,  as  that  with  which  he  bith* 
felf  had  treated  the  fubjedl.  '  '.     ^    t     . 

Mr.  Smith  begged  leave  to  obferve  that  the  noble  Lord, 
far  from  favouring  him  with  a  fatisfadlory  anfwer,  had  merely- 
repeated  his  former  aflertions.  The  Diflenters,  as  he  had 
before  dated,  did  not  object  to  the  facramental  Teft'  on  a 
principle  of  ho/lility  to  a  rite  of  the  eftablifhed  Church  ; 
they  obje£ted  to  it  fimply  as  a  religious  teft,  and  not  a  civil 
matter ;  and  their  objecSlion  would  be  the  fame,  were  they 
to  take  the  Teft  in  their  Own  Meetingi?,  as  the  table  of  the 
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Conmanion  of  our  Church.  Tor  that  part  of  bis  fpee^  which 
j^red  to  have  made  a  more  ferious  impreffion  oi>  the  noble 
Ud's  mind,  than  he  by  any  means  intended ;  he  was  very 
ijrry,  and  if  any  apology  from  him  for  having  ufed  the  cx- 
peffion,  would  fatisfy  the  noble  Lord,  he  was  ready  to 
2uke  it.  With  fegard  to  the  noble  Lord's  afking  whether 
ai)  references  to  hillory.  were  pompous  nothings,  that  was 
xn  the  queftion ;  the  queAion  was,  whether  the  noble  Lord's 
hiorical  deduAions  applied  or  ngt?  In  his  opinion  they 
were  groundlefs. 

Mr.  Fax  remarked,  that  on  the  prefent  occafioo^  he  did  Mr.  Pox. 
Rot  feel  himfelf  under  the  neceflity  of  trefpaffing,  for  any 
iflfthof  time  upon  the  indulgence  of  the  Houie;  becauie 
se  nature  of  the  fubje£l  now  under  their  inveiligation  had 
n  fo  thoroughly  examined,  and  fo  amply  and  varioufly 
realbned  upon,  not  merely  within  the  walls  of  Parliament, 
^  in  every  corner  of  the  kingdom,  that  it  was  not  in  his 
.xffer  to  give  the  force  of  novelty  to  arguments,  the  fre- 
caency  of  the  repetition  of  which  muft  Aill  live  within  the 
general  remembrance.  He  could  not  avoid  declaring  at  the 
cutlet,  that  he  experienced  an  infurmountable  difficulty  in 
iinmicting  to  that  opinion  of  the  honourable  gentleman  who 
fx)kelaft,  which  had  led  him  to  defcribe  the  reafonings  of 
lbs  noble  Lord  in  the  blue  ribband  as  weak,  fallacious,  and 
pGQpou&  nothings.  Although  even  the  folid  and  brilliant 
'Mities  of  the  noble  Lord  could  not  impart  an  irredftible 
weight  to  that  fide  of  the  queftion  which  he  had  chofen  to 
eipoQfe,  yet  their  exertions  were  too  formidably  refpedable 
to  lay  open  to  the  laih  of  either  levity  or  contempt.  He 
vas,  however  fo  much  accuftomed  to  tind  the  Houfe  adopt 
1  contrary  opinion  to  that  which  he  endeavoured  to  main- 
tin,  that  he  was  apprebenfive  that  ihe  noble  Lord's  argu<* 
ifients  would  have  more  weight  with  the  majority  of  the 
HoQfe  than  his.  Whatever  fentiments  gentlemen  might 
hare  formed  with  refpe^l  to  religion,  with  refpeft  to  an 
^itabliihed  Church,  to  toleration,  or  to  the  length  to  which 
!t  ought  to  extend,  there  could,  in  his  opinion,  be  no  ob- 
'sdion  to  a  motion  which  went  only  to  a  Committee  of 
Enquiry.  If  the  Corporation  and  Teft  a&s  ihouid  appear 
to  be  wrong  in  their  principle,  they  certainly  ought  to  be 
repealed ;  if  they  were  right  in  their  principle,  it  might, 
perhaps,  be  found  that  they  were  inadequate  to  the  purpofe 
ior  which  they  were  eoadled.  In  either  cafe,  examination 
and  enquiry  might  do  much  good,  and  could  not  poffibly 
prove  injurious. 

The  firft  queftion  which  naturally  prefented  itfelf  was, 
whetherthe  Church  and  the  Conftitution  were  neceflarily 
conneded  and  dependant  on  each  other^  and  in  what  degree  ? 
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and  on  this  point  the  Houfe,  he  trufteJ,  woald  be  carefu 
how  they  afTcntetl  to  the  propofition  of  the  nohle  Lord.  Fo 
bis  ownpart,  he  ihould  not  Icruple  mcft  unequivocally'  to  de 
dare,  tliat  he  concetved  that  religion  ihouid  perpetually  b< 
diftiiiA  from  civil  government,  and  that  it  was  no  other wit^ 
conne£ted  ^ith  it,  than  as  it  tended  to  promote  morality 
among  the  people,  and  thus  conduced  to  good  order  in  th^ 
Stare.  No  human  Government  liad  a  rigiit  to  enquire  inu 
private  opinions,  topreluo^e  that  it  knew  tliem,  or  to  acSk  oil 
that  prefuropt  ion.  Men  were  the  hell  judges  of  the  con  lei 
quences  of  their  own  opinions,  and  how  far  they  were  likrlj 
to  influence  their  actions ;  And  it  was  moft  unnatural  anil 
tyrannical  to  fay,  ^^  As  you  thiTik,  fo  muft  you  a£^«  I  will 
*•  colle£l  the  evidence  of  voiir  future  condudl  from  wliat  { 
**  know  to  be  your  opinions. '  1  he  very  reverie  of  this  was 
the  rule  of  cQndu£b  which  ought  to  be  purfued.  Men  oughc 
to  be  judged  by  their  aftions,  and  not  by  their  thoughts^ 
The  one  could  be  fixed  and  alcercained,  the  other  cou4d  onlyi 
be  matter  of  {peculation.  So  far  was  he  of  this  opinion,  that 
if  any  man  ihouid  pubtifli  his  political  fentiments,  and  fay  in 
writing,  that  he  diflikcd  the  conllitutioii  of  this  country,  and 
give  it  as  his  judgement,  that  principles  in  direCl  iontr»dic^ 
tion  to  the  Constitution  and  (Government  were  the  priociples 
which  ought  to  be  a (fe* ted  and  maintained,  I'uch  an  author 
ought  not,  in  his  judgement,  on  that  account,  to  be  di  fa  Wed 
from  filling  any  office,  civi(  or  military;  but  if  he  carried 
his  detectable  o;^  in  ions  into  p:'a6lice,  the  law  would  then  hnd 
a  remedy,  and  puniili'him  for  his  conduct,  grounded  on  bis 
opinions,  as  an  example  to  c'eter  oiht*rs  from  acSling  in  the 
fame  dangerous  and  abfurd  manner.  No  projwfition  couIJ> 
he  contended,  prove  more  car.fonant  to  ci.mmon  fenfe,  to 
reafon,  and  to  juiiice,  than  t'nar  mrn  were  to  be  tried  by 
their  a£lionSy  and  not  by  tlieir  opinior.s;  their  actions  ought 
to  be  waited  tor,,  and  not  gi«.fi'cJ  at,  as  the  probable  fonle- 
quence  of  the  fentiments  which  rli  y  were  known  to  enter* 
tain  and  to  profeis.  If  the  reverie  of  this  dot^rine  were  ever 
'  adopted  as  a  maxim   of  Cio\crnment,  if  the  adi ions  of  men 

were  to  he  prejudged  from  tlieir  ojiinlons,  it  would  fow  the 
feeds  cfjealauty  arid  diflruil,  it  woi.ld  give  fcoj)e  to  private 
malice,  it  VvOiild  il.arpcn  tlie  minds  (  f  mm  again/l  oi>ei^n* 
other,  incite  each  man  to  divine  the  private  opinions  of  h" 
neighbour,  to  deduce  mifchievrus  conieqiiences  from  thenii 
and  thence  to  prove  that  he  ought  to  incur  difabilities,  a*id 
he  fettered  with  reflriflions.  Thi*^,  if  true  with  refpedk  to 
politic  1,  v;as  more  peculiarW  fo  with  regard  to  rclig'O^* 
opinions  ,  and  from  the  mifchievrus  principle  which  he  had 
defcrihed,  flowed  every  fpccies  of  party  zeal,  every  fyftf"^ 
of  political  intolerance,    every   extravagance  of  religious 
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bate.    In  diif  pofition)  that  the  adlions  of  men,  and  not 

their  opinions,  were  the  proper  obje&s  of  legiilationi  he  -was 

itpportedky  the  general  teix»r  of  the  laws  of  the* land.  Hif- 

(ory,  however,  afforded  one  glaring  exception,  in  the  cafe 

ofthe  Roman  Catholics.    The  Roman  Catholics,  or,  more  ^ 

pperlj  {peaking,  the  Papifts,  as  the  nohle  Lord  had  verjr 

J1IU7  called  them,  (a  diftinction  which,  he  trulled,  was  per*^ 

fcSij  underAood  by  all  who  heard  him,  and  would  ever  be 

oaintainiHl  by   rlie  tngliih  Roman  Catholics  in  time  to 

eone)  had  been  fuppofed  by  our  anceftors  to  entertain  opi- 

Mons  which  might  lead  to  mifchief  agaiuft  the  State.     But  ^ 

vas  it  their  religious  opinions  that  were  feared  ?  Quite  the 

ontnrjf.     1  heir  acknowledging  a  foreign  authority  para*- 

aount  to  that  of  the  Legiflature ;  their  acknowledging  a  title 

to  the  Crown  fuperior  to  that  conferred  by  the  voice  of  the 

people,  their  political  opinions,  which  they  were  fuppoM 

toartach  to   their  religious  cre^,  were  dreaded,  and  juflly 

ktukA^  as  inimical  to  the  Conilitution.     Laws»   therefore, 

iereenaiSed  to  guard  againft  the  pernicious  tendency  oJF 

tbeir  political,  but  not  of  their  religious  opinions,  and  the 

pnnciple  thas  adopted,  if  not  founded  on  juflice,  was  at  lead 

ii)iiowed  op  with  conftftency.     Their  influence  in  the  State 

V2S  feared,  and  they  were  not  only  reilridled  from  holding 

fifees  of  power  or  truft,  but  reinltired  incapable  of  either 

rsrchafing  lands,  or  acquiring  infii>ence  of  any  kind.     But 

•Jthe  Roman  Catholics  of  thofe  times,  and  not  the  Roman 

Catholics  of  the  prefent  day,  were  Papifls,  in  the  ftriAeft 

'*e  of  the  expneflion,  even  upon   this  ground,  Mr,   Fdx 

c^iervad,  thar  he  fhould  hold  himfelf  juftified  in  declaring 

t'utthe  Lfegiflarure  ought  not  to  have  a6ted  againA  them, 

Estil,  by  carrying  into  prar^ice  fome  of  the  dangerous  doc* 

^Bes  which  they  were  thought  to  entertain,  they  had  rcn* 

fced  themfelves  obnoxious  to  thofe  penalties  which,  in  the 

(3leof  ftich  a  perpetration,  it  threatened  to  in  Aid.     Difabi- 

^j  and  punifhment  ouglit  to  have  followed,  but  not  to  have 

uticipated,  offence. 

Thofe  who  attempted  to  joftify  the  difabilittes  impofed  on 
lacDiflentcrs,  mod  contend,  if  they  argued  fairly  on  their 
(Wfl  ground,  not  that  their  religious  opinions  were  inimical 
to  the  eftaUiihed  church,  but  that  their  political  opinions 
*erc  inimical  to  the  conftitution.  If  they  failed  to  prove 
this,  to  deprive  the  Diflenters  of  any  civil  or  political  ad- 
untage,  was  a  mnni&ft  tnjuilice;  for,  it  was  not  fo£cient 
to  fay  to  any  fet  of  men,  *'  We  apprehend  certain  dangers 
**  from  voiir  opinions,  we  have  wifely  provided  a  remedy 
**  againft  them,  and  you  who  feel  yourfelves  aggiieved,  ca- 
"  lumniated  and  profciihed  by  this  remedy,  muft  prove  that 
**  wr  a|>prehen(ions  are  ill  founded."     The  onus  jrcb^ndi  lay 
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on  the  other  (Ide ;  for^  whoever  demanded  that  any  othe 
perfon  ftiould  be  laid  under  a  reftriflion,  it  was  incumtx^n 
on  him  firft  to  prove  that  the  reftridlion  was  neceflary  to  hi 
fafety  by  foinev overt  a6l,  and  that  the  danger  which  he  sp 
prchended  was  not  imaginary  but  real.  I'o  fuch  aground 
as  this  the  noble  Lord  in  the  blue  ribband  haj  not  endea 
voured  to  advance ;  but,  on  the  contrary,  had  exprefied  httn 
fclf  concerning  the  Diilenters  in  terms  the  moft  liberal  and 
handfome.  For  what  reafon  ?  Becaufe  he  felt  that  encomi- 
ums of  this  nature  muft  be  confidered  as  a  candid  adherence 
to  true  propriety,  and  to  the  principles  of  common  juftice 
He  knew  that  they  had  been  fteady  in  their  attachment  tci 
Government;  that  their  religious  opinions  were  favourable 
to  civil  liberty,  and  that  the  true  principles  of  the  conftitu^ 
tion  had  been  remembered  and  aflerted  by  them,  at  timej 
when  they  were  forgotten,  perhaps  betrayed,  by  the  Churchy 
Such  had  been  the  charader  of  the  Diflenters.  Were  theit 
political  opinions  now  different  from  what  they  had  been  at 
any  one  preceding  aera  ?  Were  ihey  more  formidable  from 
their  numbers,  more  dangerous  from  their  principles,  more 
confiderable  in  any  refped^,  except,  perhaps,  from  the  ta^ 
lents  of  fome  of  their  members  ?  No  aflertion  of  this  kind 
had  been  ever  made  ;  and  the  noble  Lord  finding  their  ex^ 
clufion  from  an  equal  participation  of  power  with  their  feN 
low-fubje£^s,  a  topic  on.  which  it  was  impoflible  for  him  to 
ferve  his  caufe,  had  entered  on  a  more  pleafmg  theme  ;  a  pa^ 
negyric  on  the  Church  of  England ;  which,  he  faid,  had 
ihared  the  dangers  and  the  fate  of  the  State,  had  funk  and 
'  rifen  with  the  Conftitution,  and  therefore  ought  to  be  pecu- 
liarly endeared  to  us.  He  felt  no  diflficulty  in  acknowledging 
the  juftice  of  this  encomium ;  but  he  could  not  confent  to 
*  adopt  the  conclufion — that  the  happinefs  of  the  State  was 

dependant  on  the  flourifhing  flate  of  the  Church;  for  who 
•  that  perufed  the  hiftory  of  thofe  dangers  which  the  Church 
h^d  ihared  in  common  with  the  State,  but  mud  fee  that  the 
Church  might  have  been  triumphant,  while  the  State  was  in 
ruin  ?  Was  it  ferioufly  to  be  contended,  that  religion  depends  | 
on  political  opinions;  that  it  can  fubfift  only  under  this  or 
that  form  of  government  ?  It  was  an  irreverend  and  impious 
opinion  to  maintain,  that  the  Church  mufl  depend  for  fup- 
port  as  an  engine  orally  of  the  State,  and  not  on  the  fviHence 
of  its  dodlrines,  to  be  found  by  fearcbing  the  fcriptures  and 
the  moral  effedls  which  it  produced  on  the  minds  of  rho'V 
whom  it  was  its  duty  to  inflruft.  The  noble  Lord  had 
praifed  the  moderation  of  the  Church.  To  this,  however, 
there  were  fome  exceptions.  In  the  reign  of  Charles  the 
Second,  her  fortitude  had  been  greater  than  her  moderation  ; 
in  that  of  James  the  Second^  her  fervility  had  been  greater 

than 
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than  either ;  under  King  Wifliam,  zni  fttll  mora^  uAder 
Queen  Mary,  fo  little  had  the  clergy  been  diAinguifiied  for 
moderation,  that  they  frequently  difturhed  the    natioti  by  . 

their  affe<fted  alarms  for  the  fafety  of  the  Church  ;  and  he 
never  apptt^heHded  perfecution  to  he  fo  near,  as  whea  thofe 
who  were  a^ually  poffefled  of  power,  cried  out  that  they 
were  in  danger ;  thus  juftlfyi^^g  the  truth  of  the  well-known 
remark, 

•*  Omnia  formidantj  formldanturque  tyraftni^^ 

Since  the  acceflion  of  the  Houfe  of  Brunfwick,  th^t  aufpicious 
era  in  thehiftory  of  the  Conftittition,  the  Church  had  iTve« 
rited  every  pratfe^  becaufeit  had  not  b^en  indulged  in  either 
irs  whims  or  its  imaginary  apprehenfior^s.  Since  that  time^ 
it  had  flouriflied  and  iipproved  ;  but  how  f  by  toleration  and 
moderate  behaviour.  And  how  had  thefe  been  produced  } 
By  the  members  of  theeftaWifhed  Church  being  forced  to 
near  the  arguments  of  the  Diflenters;  by  their  being  obliged 
too;)j)ole  argument  to  argument,  mfteiid  of  impofing  lilence 
Sy  the  ftrong  hand  of  power,  by  that  modeft  confidence  in 
t.c  trurti  of  their  own  tenets  and  charity  for  thofc  of  others, 
which  the  col lifion  of  opinions  in  open  and  liberal  difcuflion 
nmong  men  living  under  the  fame  Government,  and  equally 
protefled  by  it,  never  fails  to  produce.  Moderation,  therer 
fore,  and  indulgence  tootlxcr  fefls,  were  equally  conducive 
to  th^appinefs  of  mankind,  and  the  fafety  of  the  Church  ; 
aid  for  that  moderation  and  liberality  of  f«ntin)ent,  by  which 
the  Church  had  flourifhed  during  the  two  laft  reigns  and  the 
p^fent,  was  (he  indebted  to  thpfe  very  Diflenters  from  whom 
fee  thought  herfelf  in  danger.  With  regard  to  the  Teft  afi, 
bethought  that  the  heft  argument  which  could  be  ufed  in  its 
fevour  was,  that  if  it  had  but  little  good  cflFeft,  it  had  alfo 
little  bad.  In  his  opinion,  it  was  altogether  inadequate  to  , 
the  end  which  it  had  in  view.  The  purport  of  it  was,  to 
proteA  the  edabliftied  Church,  by  excluding  from  office 
evfry  man  who  did  not  declare  himfetf  well  alFeded  to  that 
Charch.  But  a  profefled  enemy  to  the  hierarchy  might  go 
to  the  communion  table,  and  afterwards  fay,  Uiat  in  com- 
plying with  a  form  enjoined  l»y  law,  he  had  not  changed  his 
opinion,  nor,  as  he  conceived,  incurred  any  religious  obli- 
gation whatever.  There  were  many  men,  not  of  the  ef- 
tabliihed  Church,  to  whofe  fervices  their  country  had  a 
claim.  Ought  any  fuch  man  to  be  examined  before  he  came 
into  office,  touching  his  private  opinions?  Was  it  not  fuffi- 
cicnt  that  he  did  his  duty  as  a  good  citizen  ?  Might  he  not 
%♦  without  incurring  any  difability,-  ••  I  am  not  a  friend  to 
**  the  Church  of  England,  but  I  am  a  friend  to  the  Confti- 
^  tution,  and  on  religious  fubjcdls,  muft  be  permitted  to 
Vo?,.  XXVI.  R  ♦•  think 
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^<  think  and  a£b  as  I  pleaf^.**    Ought  theii-  country, to   be 
deprived  of  the  benefit  which  fhe  niight  derive  from  the  ta- 
lents of  fuch  men,  and  His  Majefty  prevented  from  difpenf- 
ing  the  favours  of  the  Crown,  except  to  one  defcription  of 
his  fub]e£ts  i  But  whom  did  the  Teft  exclude,  the  irreligious 
irian,  the  man  of  profligate  principles,  or  the  man  of  no 
principle  at  ail  ?   .Quite  the  contrary  ;  to  fuch  men  the  road 
to  power  was  open;  the  Teft  excluded  only  the  man  of  ter^ 
derconfcience;  the  man  who  thought  religion  fb  dillindl  from 
all  temporal  affairs,  that  he  held  it  improper  to  profefs  any 
religious  opinion  whatever,  for  the  fake  of  a  civil  office- 
Was  a  tender  conference  inconfiftent  with  the  chara£ler  of  an 
honeft  man  ?  or  did  a  high  f^nfe  of  religion  (hew  that  he  was 
uofit  to  be  trailed  i  But  the  noble  Lord  contended,  that  the 
eilabliflied  Church  ought  to  beproteAed.     Granting  this,  it 
yras  next  to  be  enquired,  what  was  the  eflablifhed  Church  ? 
Was   the  Church  pf  Englaiid    the  eftahliflied    Church   of 
Great  Britain?   Certainly  not;  it  was  only   the  eftabliikec) 
Church  of  a  part  of  it;  fof,  in  Scotland,  th<8  T^ir)fi  was   as 
niuch  eftablifhed  by  law,  a»  the  Church   was  in  England. 
The  religion  of  the  Kir{c  was  wifelv  fecured  as  the  eftabliihed 
religion  of  Scotland  by  the  articles  of  Union ;  and  it  was 
furely  abfurd  to  fay,  that  a  ipember  of  the  Kirk  of  Scotland, 
accepting  an  office  under  Goyernpent,,  not  for  the  fervice 
of  England  exclufively,  but  for  the  fervice  of  the  united  king-* 
doms,  {houM  be  obliged  to  conform,   not  to  the  religious 
efiabliihment  of  Scotland,  in  which  he  had  been  bred,  but  to 
the  relgious  eftablifhrncnt  of  Epgland*     It  was  'iingular  to 
^       contend  for  any  principle  of  perfecution,  when  the  oply  prin* 
cipleon  which  it  could  ever  h^^ve  been  recpnci'ed  to  a  rational 
mind  was  abandoned,  not  only  in  fpeculation,  but  in  prac* 
^ice.     In  ancient  titnes,  perfecutiqp  originated  in  the  gene- 
rous, though  miftakeh  prmciplc,  that  there  t^ould  be  but  one 
true  religion,  but  one  faith,  by  which  meh  could  hope  for 
falvation ;  and  it  was  not  only  as  lawful  but  meritorious,  to 
compel  them  to  embrace  the  true  faith,  by  all  the  means,  of 
whatfoeyer  nature  they  plight  prove,  which  offered.    The 
redlitude  of  the  intention  might,  perhaps,  be  fome  excufe  for 
the  barbarity  of  the  pra<^ice.     But  how  did  we  afl:  ?    We 
acknowledged,  not  one  true  religion,  but  two  true  religions  ; 
a  religion  for  England,  and   a   religion  for  Scotland ;  and 
.  having  been  originally  |iberal    in   the    inffitution  of  two 
Churches  of  equal  right,  we  became  illiberal   in  our  more 
enlightened  days^  andgranted  to  the -members  of  oneeftab- 
liihed  Church,  what  we  denied  to  thofe  of  another,  equally 
eftabliihed.     According  to  this  do6trine  of  protecting  the 
Church  of  England,  if  the  pra£^ice  had  kept  pace  with  the 

frjnciple,  the  country  muff  have  been  deprived  of  all  thofe 
' '   ' '  '  gfillanl 
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giilanr  charaAcrs  of  the  Kirk  of  Scotland,  who  had  fo  emi- 
Qffltly  diftinguiflied  themfelves  in  the  army  and  the  navy ; 
asdofall  thole  celebrated  legiflators  and  fenatort  who  had 
aJtied  learning  and  disunity  to  the  courts  of  juftice,  and  wif* 
dom  to  His  Majefty  s  councils.  If  Tefts  Were  right,  the 
prefent  wasdeatly  a  wrong  Teft,  becaufe  it  fhunned  all  the 
porpofesfor  which  Tefts  were  originally  introduced.  The 
candor  of  the  noble  Lord,  and  the  information  which,  doubt- 
iefs,  he  had  collef^ed,  upon  inquiry,  iince,  Mr.  Fox  faid, 
bad  enabled  him  to  fatisfy  the  Honfe  in  a  point  which  had 
not  been  anfwered  two  years  ago,  and  that  was,  in  the  cafe 
ofaperfon  who  was  a  notorious  evil  doer,  who  applied  for 
the  facrainent.  The  manner  of  the  noble  Lord's  anfwer  was 
ntional,  and,  from  the  good  fenfe  of  it,  he  had  no  doubt  . 
that  it  was  the  true  anfwer ;  but,  upon  this  ground,  it  might 
lie  proper  to  take  a  ferious  view  of  the  melancholy  fituation 
of  the  perfon  who,  upon  application  to  a  minifter,  had  been 
Rfufed  the  facrament.  From  that  very  moment,  did  he  in« 
nir  the  penalties  of  the  z€t ;  from  that  moment,  was  he  pu-* 
mihed  in  a  manner  perfeflly  unexampled,  and  unauthorifed 
liy  the  laws  of  the  land  ;  irom  that  moment,  was  he  con-> 
^ed  without  a  trial  by  jury,  and  difabled  from  enjoying 
m  office  which  His  Majefty,  in  the  legal  exercife  of  this 
P^ogative,  might  have  thought  proper  to  confer  upon  him* 
iMoch  boafted  reliance  had  been  placed  upon  the  old  argu- 
inent  of  the  length  of  lime  that  the  Teft  and  Corporation 
adi  had  fubfifted.  It  was  true,  that  they  had  fo  (ubfifted 
fornearly  a  century;  but  how  had  they  fubfifted ?  By  re* 
pnted  fufpenfions }  for  the  Indemnity  bills  were,  he  believed^ 
literally  fpeaking,  annual  ads.  With  regard  to  the  noble 
Lord's  argument  relative  to  the  evading,  of  thefe  Indemnity 
^ills  he  admitted  that  if  any  perfon  negleded  to  conform 
tnerely  for  the  fake  of  evading  the  law,  he  certainly  adied  ia 
drr<*d  oppofition  to  an  2l&  of  Parliament,  and  did  not  con- 
dud  himfelf  as  a  good  fubjefl  ought  to  do.  While  an  a£b 
was  deeuied  fit  to  remain  in  force,  it  was  the  duty  of  every 
good  fubjeA  not  to  evade  it.  Indeed,  the  only  juftificatioR 
of  evading  a  ftatute  which  could,  be  for  a  moment  maintainedt 
was,  where  that  ftatute  notortoufly  ought  not  to  remain  in 
force.  He  truftcd,  however,  that  the  Houfe  would  confent 
^0 go  into  the  Committee,  to  examine  whether  it  was  fitting 
^  ncceffary  to  be  repealed  or  not,  and  not  deny  the  requi- 
litiony  ai  if  thev  were  aftiamed  even  to  look  at  the  ftatutes 
»n  queftion.  fie  trufted,  that  it  was  furely  neceflary  to  rc- 
")ind  the  Hoofe  that,  in  confequence  of  a  violent  alarm  from 
the  Papifts,  the  Teft  a6k  had  been  introduced,  with  a  view 
to  exdtidc  thfem,  and  them  only,  from  ofSce ;  that  the  Dif- 
fsntcri  haicoidially  joined  m  it,  and  coufented  to  their  own 

R  a  exclufion 
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exclufion^  thinking  that  a  lefs  evil,  than  to  leave  the  door 
6pen  to  Papilis.     *<  And  is  it  poi&hle,  thereibre^"  added  Mr. 
Fox,  ^*  that  you  can  thas  ungenefoufly  requite  them;  thus 
*'  take  a  moft  unbecoming  advantage  ot  their  patriotifm,  an4 
•*  convert  what  they  conieiited  to  as  neccffary  for  the  general 
^  fafety  at  that  time,  into   a   perpetual  exclufion   againii 
•*  thenvfelves  ?  Is  it  thus  that  the  Church  woifld  rewacd   the 
**  fervice  which  they  had  done  her  in  the  day  of  her  diftrefs  r" 
Advertifig  to  the  occafional  Conformity  a£t,  which  had  been 
repeakJ  afevryears  fince,  Mr.  Fox  obferved,  that  they  had 
heard,  during  the  courfe  of  the  debate,  that  the  Church  of 
England  was  in  its  glory  ;    the  Church  of  England,  there- 
fore, according  to  the  argunients   of  the  noble  Lord,  and 
fhe  advocates  for  the  continuance  of  the  ftatutes,  which,   he 
Contended,  were  at  once  too  needlefs  and  too  unjuft  to  re^ 
maii^  it)  force  any  longer,  had   not    Itiffered,  hut  gained  by 
what  they  feared  would  hare  proved  detrimental  to  her  in- 
terefts.     The  Difienters  had  been  dated  to  be  piovs,   and 
good  men  ;  but  it  had  been  faid,  that  they  might,  neverthe- 
lefs,  be  no  friends  to  the  Church  of  England.     Surely,    if 
they  were  dangerous  any  wherr,  it  muil  he  as  Members   of 
Parliament,  ap.d   as   eledlors  of  the  reprtfentatives  of  the 
People;  and  yet  they  are  fufFered  to  fit  as  theonOf  and  vote 
as  the  other      Mr.  Fox  declared  that,  for  hit  own  part,  he 
-was  a  friend  to  an  eflabiifhed  religion  in  eirery  country,  and 
wi(hed  that  it  might  always  be  that  which  coincided  moft 
with  the  ideas  of  the  bulk  of  the  State,  and  the  general  (en- 
timentsof  the  People.     In  tlw  fouthcrn  parts  of  Gi^at  Bri- 
tain,   Hierarchy    was  the  eftablifhed  Church,    and  in  the 
Yiorthern,  the  Kirk;  and  ior  the  heft  poi&hle  reafon,  becauie 
they  were  e4ch  moft  agreeable  to  the  majority  of  the  people 
in  their  refpef^ive  fituai  ions.     It  would,  perhaps,  be  contend* 
ed,  that  tlie  repeal  of  the  Corporation  and  Teft  ads  might 
enable  the  Diflcntefs  to  obtain  a  majority.     This  he  fcarcely 
thought  probabie  ;  but  it  appeared  fully  fufficieht  to  anfwer, 
'  that  if  the  majority  of  the  People  of  England  fhodd  ever  be 
for  the  abolition  of  the  eftahllflied  Church,  in  fuch  a  cafe, 
the  abolition  ought  immediately  to  follow. 

To  the  opinion  of  the  honourable  gentleman  fMt.  Beau- 

foy)  who  opened  «|he  debate,  that  there  were  too  n\any  oaths 

tmpofed  by  the  ftatntes  in  force,  Mr.  Fox  obferved  that  he 

moft  thoroiLghly  aftented.     What,  he  defired  to  know,  could 

be  a  greater  proof  of  the  indecency  refuliing  from  the  prac* 

ticeof  qualifying  by  oaths,  than  if,  when   a  man   was' feen 

upon  the  point  of  taking  the  facrament,  it  fhould  be  aiked, 

^*  Is  this  man  going  to  make  his  peace  with  Heaven,  and  to 

•"  repent  him  of  his  fins  r"  the  anfwer  (hould  be^  "  No;  he 

:<<  goes  to  the  communion  table,  only  bccaitfe  he  has  lately 

*•  received 
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^  received  the  appointment  of  Firft  Lord  of  tberTreafurj  !** 
When  the  noble  Lord  (Nor^h)  reprefented  the  Corporation 
id  to  have  been  forced  from  the  Legiflature  as  an  ah  of  felf 
ktcnce,  he  might  truly  be  faid  to  have  entered  into  the 
eia£l  defer tption  of  an  a£t  which,  after  the  lapfe  of  a  cea* 
hiTjf  when  the  grounds  and  reaibns  for  paifing  it  no  longer 
euUedy  ought  to  be  repealed.  1  he  noble  Lord  had  accu- 
rately ftated,  that  the  Corporation  a£l  was  forced  from  the 
L^iflaturein  the  reign  of  Cllarles  the  Second,  hj  the  vio- 
fence  of  the  feclaries,  which  bad  not  only  overturned  th« 
Churchy  but  the  State;  and  ihat  fo  lately ,  that  threatening 
tedo  the  fame  again,  it  became  neceflary  to  apply  a  prefenC 
^eventivey  to  guard  againft  the  impending  danger.  No  bet- 
ter argument,  he  repeated,  need  be  urged  againft  it  now,  than 
that  it  bad  been  extorted  a  century  ago  from  the  Legiflature, 
kj  reiiBBtmevitof  paft,  and  the  dread  of  future,  injuries.  Fear 
2nd  indignation  had  operated  on  the  Parliament  of  Charles 
the  Secondf  Did  the  fame  motives  operate  on  the  Parlia- 
ment of  George  the  Third  ?  Certainly  net ;  and  could  there 
be  any  reafon  for  continuing  an  a(£l,  v^hen  the  violence  which 
gave  birth  to  it  had,  long  iince,  fubfided?  Party  and  reli- 
gion were  feparate  in  their  views  and  in  their  nature;  and  as 
it  was  for  the  reputation  of  both  that  they  ibould  remain  fo, 
he  therefore  urged  the  injuftice  of  harraffingwith  penalties, 
jtfabilities,  and  flatutory  reftndlions,  the  Diffenters ; 
1  re(pe£lable  body  of  men,  whofe  morals  were  not  incon- 
iiftent  with  the  religion  of  the  Church  of  England,  and 
whofe  featiments  were  favourable  to  the  family  on  the  thr«^ne* 
It  had  been  faid,  Jthat  in  France  it  was  cuftomary  for  Pro- 
tefiants  10  be  employed  in  the  army  and  in  civil  offices,  and 
that  in  Proteftant  countries  abroad,  Papifts  were  aifo  em- 
ployed* For  the  purpofe  of  invalidating  this  remark,  tlie 
noble  Lord  bad  given  an  ingenious  and  ableanfwer;  but  let 
it  he  examined.  The  noble  Lord  had  faid,  that  the  Monarch 
of  a  free  country  was  limited,  while  the  employing  whom 
the  Prince  pleafed  was  one  of  the  trivial  advantages  incident 
tal  to  abfolute  power*  Let  not  then  Great  Britain  be  the  lafl 
to  avail  herfelfof  fuch  an  advantage.  Wifdom  had  been 
defcribed  as  the  offspring  of  freedom ;  and  fliould  a  People, 
who  boafted  of  their  freedom,  and  amongft  whom,  he  firmly 
believed,  men  of  enlightened  underllandings  were  more  com  * 
loon  than  among  thole  who  lived  under  a  lefs  happy  form  of 
Government,  reject  thofe  liberal  priiKiples  of  toleration 
which  other  nations  had  adopted  ?  It  was  upon  fuch  a  ground 
that,  addrefling  himfelf  to  the  Church  of  England  in  parti- 
cular, he  felt  himfelf  joftified  in  accofling  her,,  as  a  friendly 
sdvifer,  in  language  10  thi 4  etfcA  : 
•*  Tu  que  prior  !  Tu  I  Pa*ce  I  Gentu  qui  Jueh  0!fmp%  /** 

And 
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And  fore! y  the  Church  of  England  ought,  ifpoffible,  more 
than  any  other  eccleiiaftical  ellabli(hn)ent  upon  earth,  prac- 
tically to  inculcate  ^he  glorious  idea  that  indulgence  to  other 
fe£ls,  the  moil  candid  allowance  for  the  diverfity  of  their 
opinions,  and  a  iipcere  zeal  for  the  advancement  of  mutual 
charity  and  benevolence,  were  the  trueft  and  the  happiefl: 
teftimonies  which  ihe  could  give  of  the  divine  origin  of  her 
religion. 

MnMar-  Mr.  Martin  having  declared  that  he  coincided  in  the  opi- 
<>&•  nion  of  the  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Beaufoy)  who  opened 
the  debate,  exprefled  his  wifhes,  that  in  matters  of  religious 
worOiip,  every  man  might  be  permitted  to  follow  that  form 
which  was  moft  agreeable  to  bimfelf,  although  he  certainljr 
thought  that  fome forms  were  more  rational  than  others.  In 
fupport  of  civil  liberty,  he  could  not  avoid  voting  any  more 
than  he  could  relinquifh  the  idea  that  religion  Was  <^  to  do 
^'  juftice,  love  mercy,  and  walk  humbly  with  God  *' 

Mr.  Pitt.  Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  declared  that  he  perfedly  agreed 
with  the  right  honourable -gentleman,  (Mr.  Fox)  in  the 
broad  principle  that  the  religious  opinions  of  any  fejt  of 
mqn  were  not  to  be  reftrained  and  limited,  unlefs  they  fhould 
be  found  likely  to  prove  the  fource  of  civil  inconvenience  to 
the  State;  and  that  the  civil  magiftrates  ought  not,  in  any 
other  point  of  view,  to  interfere  with  them.  But  it  had  al- 
ways been  admitted  as  a  folid  diftindtion,  that,  although  there 
is  no  natural  right  to  interfere  with  religious  opinions,  yet 
when  they  are  fuch  as  may  produce  a  civil  inconvenience, 
the  government  has  a  right  to  guard  agatnft  the  probability 
of  the  civil  inconvenience  being  produced,  <ior  ought  they  to 
wait  tilly  by  being  carried  into  adion,  the  inconvenience  has 
aflually  arifen.  It  was  therefore  an  over-ftraining  of  the 
principle  when  the  right  honourable  gentleman  declared,  that 
in  no  cafe  was  it  warrantable  for  a  X'^giflature  to  interfere 
with  men*s  religion.  With  regard  to  Papifis  (to  ufe  the  right 
honourable  gentleman's  own  word)  as  they  flood  a  century 
ago,  when  all  their  abominable  doflrines,  which  clung  to 
them,  were  thought  fit  obje£ls  of  the  precaution  of  the  State, 
and  it  was  the  policy  of  the  Government  to  pafs  the  Teft  aft 
for  that  purpofe,  furely  the  do<9rine  of  a  toleration,  unlimited 
With*^ut  exception,  could  not  he  right.  The  right  honourable 
gentleman  had  fard  that  their  prejudices  were  removed,  and 
that  tliey  were  very  difierently  aflTefled  at  prefent.     He  be- 

'  lieved  the  alteration  for  the  better  had  not  merely  taken  place 

here,  nor  was  it  by  any  means  peculiar  to  Great  Britain.  It 
was  generally  felt  upon  the  Continent,  and  was  owing  to  the 
univerfal  improvement  and  intelligence  that  had  fpread  itfelf 
through  all  ranks  ofpeople,  which  hfid  contributed  toenlighten 
their  minds,  to  foften  their  hearts,  and  to  enlarge  their  under* 
3  Handings. 
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ibndiogs.  Mr.  Pitt  declared  he  was  ready  to  do  juftiee  to 
the  Diflcoters  of  former  timet,  as  he  was  ready  to  do  juftiee 
to  the  prefent*  It  was  not  on  the  ground  that  they  would 
endeavour  to  aktkSt  the  civil  government  of  the  country» 
that  they  had  been  excluded  from  holding  civil  offices,  bat 
becaafe  if  they  had  any  additional  degree  of  power  in  their 
hands  they  might.  It  would  (he  believed)  be  admitted  by  all 
men,  that  the  eftablifhment  of  a  fettled  form  of  Church,  and 
of  is  Minifters,  was  neceflary  to  the  civil  government  of  the 
country.  Was  it  then  proper  to  prevent  the  emoluments 
and  offices  of  the  ellabliftied  church  from  being  diftributed 
among  perfons,  who^  hgwever  refpeftable  they  might  be, 
verenot  members  of  the  fame  communion?  Thequeftion, 
therefore,  had  been,  whether  thefe  offices  which  might  in  one 
view  be  confidiered  asa  matter  of  favour,  and  in  another  as  a 
fsattier  of  truft,  fliould  be  given  to  perfons  well  affefled  to 
the  Church,  or  to  perfons  of  a  rcry  different  defcription  ?  It 
was  matter  of  favour,  becaufe  it  was  confident  with  the  go- 
Temroent  of  this  country,  tliat  all  offices  ihould  be  given  at 
its  difcretTon ;  and  here,  from  th«  delicate  nature  of  the 
cafe,  the  Legtflature  had  thought  proper  to  interpofe,  and  to 
ttflrain  the  fupreme  Magiftrate,  the  head  of  the  executive, 
uthority,  and  limit  him  in  his  appointment  to  thefe  offices: 
^U  fyrdy,  this  differed  eileritially  from  any  degradation, 
%race,  or  punifhment  of  the  DiiTenters.  It  was  neceflary 
for  tlie  Houfe  to  confider  the  danger,  aod  here  he  declared  he 
nieant  not  to  impute  views  to  men,  which  many  of  them  dif- 
claimed,  profeffing  to  be  well  wifhers  to  the  eftabliflied 
church ;  but  there  were  others  among  them  (as  the  Diflen- 
'ers  themfelves  well  knew)  who  held  a  very  different  con- 
|lufi>  and  not  oply  objected  againft  many  of  the  do£lrines  of 
the  eftabliflied  church,  but  went  fo  far  as  to  contend  againft 
the  propriety  of  there  being  any  efta'>liftiment  at  all.  There 
would,  furely,  therefore,  be  fome  little  degree  of  raftinefs 
and  of  danger  in  placing  offices  in  the  hands  of  perfons  of  this 
t^cription.  The  right  honourable  gentleman  had  mentioned 
the  Kirk  of  Scotland;  but  the  I^irk  of  Scotland  did  not  com- 
pWn,  and,  therefore,  there  was  no  ground  of  objedlion 
there.  Befides,  the  right  honourable  gentleman  had  faid, 
that  perfons  did  come  trom  Scotland,  .and  took  civil  and  mi- 
litary offices  upon  themfelves,  and  that  being  the  cafe,  the 
T'gin  honourable  gentleman's  argument  in  this  refpeft  failed 
him,  becaufe  he  could  not  have  the  benefit  of  the  argument 
both  ways.  He  agreed  with  the  noble  Lord  (North)  in  the 
Mue  ribband,  in  feveral  parts  of  his  argument,  and  particu- 
larly in  that  where  he  obferved  that  the  law  had  exifled  for 
ahovea  century,  and  that  it  had  ever  been  looked  upon  as  one 
cf  the  props  and  bulwarks  of  the  Conftitution.    He  denied 

that 
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^  that  k  terrdcd  to  exclude  fome  iets  of  Proteftant  Diflenters 
while  it  excluded  others.  He  declared  that  the  i^peal  of  the 
afts  in  queftion  would  open  the  door  again  to  alt  the  abuTe 
and  danger  which  it  had  been  defigned  to  guard  agairift.  He 
fpoke  of  the  quiet  and  regularity  which  prevailed  at  prcfent 
in  relation  to  religious  ilifierences,  and  he  faid  that  if  any 
circumftance  could  interrupt  the  harmony  and  moderation  be- 
tween fecStsy  once  contending  with  great  virulence  and  afpe- 
rity,  it  was  that  of  awakening  a  competition,  and  rekindling 
the  fparks  of  ancient  animofity  which  mutual  fothearance  had 
almoft  ftifled  and  extinguifhed. 

Mr.  Mr.  ffynJham  havino^  ohferved  that  the  whole  feemed  to 

Wynd-    turn  on  a  queftion  of  fas^,  added,  that  he   feared   that    he 

ham.  differed  from  his  right  honourable  friend,  and  from  the  right 
honourable  gentleman  over  the  way.  He  could  not  agree; 
with  his  right  honourable  friend,  that  it  woisld  not  be  proper 
to  exclude  any  man  from  a  participation  of  power  on  account 
of  his  religious  opinion.^;  neither  could  he  agree  with  tho 
right  honourable  gentleman  that  fuch  exclufion  wn^  little  lefs 
exceptionable,  unlefs  the  fentiments  afFcdled  the  civil  govern- 
ment of  the  country.  He  thought  that  religious  opinions 
became  part  of  the  conftitution  of  the  country  ;  and  that  he 
alfo  conceived  that  this  exclufion  was  pot  to  he  confidered  as 
a  puniftiment,  bur,  as  the  noble  f  ord  hnd  termed  it,  an  aft 
of  felf-defence.  The  noble  Lord  had  well  handled  the  diffe- 
rence of  felf-deferice  and  perftcution,  but  he  would  recolledl 
that  it  was  a  varying  dodtriqe,  neceffirilv,  and  when,  after 
a  lapfe  of  time,  faQs  and  premifes  had  changed  and  fhifred, 
and  the  whole  fyOem  was  to  be  lookf'd  at  alio  intuitu,  it 
might  be  warrantihie  to  give  way.  Th.e  right  honourable 
gentleman  h.id  faid  that  the  repeal  would  open  the  door  to 
abufe;  it  certainly  would  open  the  door;  but  if  it  would  do 
It  fo  far  only  as  to  enable  the  Piflerjter<  to  fet.1  themfelves  no 
longer  profcribcd,  but  admiflPiSle  ro  power,  he  fhould  think 
that  it  ought  to  be  done.  He  did  not  fiirpe*^  that  they  had 
any  difpofition  to  afFr<5l  the  eftabliflied  church;  and,  indeed, 
if  they  had,  the  deli  red  repeal  did  not  give  them  the  power, 
for  what  power  was  it  compared  to  tliat  of  being  ele£tors  and 
Members  of  Parliamt^nt  ? 

The  Houfe  divided  J    Ayes,   102;  Noes,   I22. 
Adjourned. 

Monday^  May  ix,   1789. 

The  Debtor  and  Creditors  bill  broujrht  in  bv  Mr.  Burs^es 
having  he^n  rend  a  fecond  tim^,  and  a  motion  made  **  that 
"  this  bill  be  committed/' 
Mr.  Ordc      Mr.    Orde  declared    tliat  be    fhould   confider   it  as   not 
merely  uril>ecoming,  but  injurious,  as  far  as  fuch  a  proce- 
dure 
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dore  could  ztkSt  the  interefts  of  the  coismunitj  at  targe^  to 
agitate  in  fo  thin  a  houfe  a  bill  of  (b  much  importance  as 
(hat,  the  tendency  of  which  was,  to  change  the  whole  of 
the  laws  reipefiing  debtor  and  creditor.  Neither  the  Attor* 
nejr  nor  the  Solicitor  General,  nor  any  crown  lawyer,  was 
prefent,  to  lay  whether  it  met  their  ideas  on  the  fubjedi 
or  not.  A  bill  of  the  nature  of  the  prefent,  ought,  Mr.  Orde 
conceived,  to  have  originated  with  the  Lords,  and  have  had 
the  ran<9ion  of  the  Judges. 

Mr.  Burgas  begged  leave  to  afTure  the  honourable  and  Mr. 
learned  gentleman  that  his  bill  was  nothing  more  than  a  Burnet* 
ccpy  of  the  bill  under  the  fame  title,  introduced  and  frequently 
dilcuiled  in  the  courfe  of  the  preceding  year ;  and  founded  * 
oAthe  revifion  of  the  a6t  commonly  known  by  the  name  of 
the  Lor  Js  A£l,  but  calculated  to  give  the  uiefol  parts  of 
that  bill  more  efficacy  and  cSe&.  In  fa£^,  it  differed  rather 
in  form  than  in  fubflance  from  that  flatute.  With  regard 
to  the  biirs  originating  in  the  Houfe  of  Lords  under  the 
GnAion  of  the  judges,  it  was  a  notorious  fa£l,  that  the 
Lords  had  once  referred  the  fubjc6l  to  the  Judges,  and  called 
upon  them  to  prepare  a  bill  upon  it,  when  the  Judges  returned 
foranfwer,  that  it  was  not  a  matter  within  their  province ; 
the  Lords  then  introduced  a  bill  of  their  own,  which  was 
that  commonly  called  the  Lords  ASt :  and  of  twenty-eight 
bills  which  had  been  agitated  in  Parliament  refpeding  debtor 
and  creditor,  this  war  the  only  one  that  ever  originated  in 
the  H^ufe  of  Lords.  Mr.  Burges  faid,  it  was  not  his  fault 
that  the  hill  had  not  been  more  thoroughly  invefligated ; 
neither  could  he  anfwer  for  the  abfence  of  the  crown  lawyers* 
The  hill  had  undergone  the  infpedlion*  and  confideration  of 
fome  of  the  higheil  charaders  in  the  law,  who  had  honoured 
it  with  their  concurrence  and  approbation,  though,  perhaps, 
it  was  a  circumflance  which  he  was  not  r^ular  in  flating 
in  that  Houfe.  He  hoped  that  the  motion  for  commitment 
might  pafs,  and  he  would  give  notice  of  a  difVant  day  for 
the  Committee's  fitting,  fo  that  gentlemen  might  be  ap- 
prized time  enough  to  attend  its  difcuffion* 

Mr.  Ords  declared  that  lie  could  not  help  thinking  that  Mr.  Orde. 
the  bill  did  not  come  before  them  fanf^ioned  by  that  author 
rity  which  its  great  importance  fo  unqueflionably  demanded. 

oir  Joe/pb  Mawhey  remarked  that  it  was  more  conftitu-  Sir  Jofeph 
tional  for  a  bill  which  fo  materially  concerned  the  interefls  Mawbey. 
of  the  fuhjedts  in  general,  to  originate  in  the  Houfe  of  Com- 
Boas,  than  in  the  Houfe  of  Lords.  Being  the  reprefenta- 
tlves  of  the  body  of  the  people,  it  was  more  immediately 
their  duty  to  watch  over  their  interefts,  than  it  was  the 
ioty  of  the  Lordjs*  When  the  bill  was  before  the  Houfe' of 
Corompns,  if  it  were  not  approved  of,  it  might  be  thrown 
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oat.     With  regard  to  the  hill  not  having  the  fanflion  of  the 
crown  lawyers,  he   faw  no  reafon   why    that  circumflance 
(hould  he  made  an  objeflion  agcinil  its  introdudlion.     The 
h'^nourable  gentleman  who  brought  in  the  bill  was  himfelf   a 
n?ember  of  the  learned  proftflion,  and  every  individual  Mem- 
ber had  a  right  to  introduce  a  bill  upon  iuch  a  fuhjffl,  and 
it  was  equally  the  duty  of  all  who  had  feats  in  that  Houfe, 
to  attend   to  the  object   of  il,  which  was   undoubtedly  ex- 
tremely important.   Hut  if  the  honoufableand  learned  gentle- 
man near  him  had  ohjedtions  to  Hate  to  any  part  of  the  bill, 
he  faw  not  why  they    (liould  oppofe  its  being   commi.tfd, 
fmce  it  was  in  the  Committee  that  thofe  objedions  could 
.     be  ftated  with  the  heft  advantage  and  efFefl. 
Mr.  Van-      Mr  Vanjltiart  obferved,  thar  in  his  opinion  the  honour.iblc 
futarK.     and  learned  mover  of  it   was  entitled  to  the  applaufe  of  his 
country  for  having  introduced  it.     Such    a  hill  was  much 
wantmg,  an!  the  claufes  appeared  calculitfd  to  anfwer  the 
end  defired  ;  but  as  the  feffion  was  fo  far  advanced,  he  really 
tliought  it  advifeable  to  pofipone  it  until  the  enfuing  meet- 
ing of  Parliament,   when  it  might  be  brought  in  earlier,  and 
receive  a  more  deliberate  difcuflion  amidil  a  fuller  attendance. 

The  HouTt:  divide  ',  Ayes  22  ;  Noes  8. 

And  it  ap'^enring  that  fortv  Members  were  not  prefent, 
the  Houfe,  without  deciding  the  queftion,  adjourned. 

Tuefday,   I2tb  AfaVj    1789. 

Mr  Wilbei  force  moved  the  order  of  the  day,  for  the 
Houfe  to  refolve  itfflf  into  a  Committee  of  the  whole  Houfe 
to  take  into  confideration  the  petitions  which  had  been  pre- 
fened  agninft  the  llave  trade. 

The  order  of  the  day  being  read, 

Mr.  Wilberforce  moved,  "  That  the  Report  of  theCom- 
•'  mittee  of  Privy  Council  be  referred  to  the  faid  Commit - 
"  tee:  that  the  afls  pafled  in  the  Iflands  relative  to  flaves  be 
^  **  referred  to  the  faid  Committee  :  that  the  evidence  ad- 
*'  duced  in  the  courfe  of  the  precedinig;"  year  on^  the  flave 
**.  trade,  be  referred  to  the  faid  CoromiHt^ :  that  the  pe- 
"  titions  offered  during  the  lal>  felVvon  agamft  the  flave 
"  trade  be  le'erred  to  the  f;nd  Committee:  and  that  the 
"  accounts  prefented  to  the  Houfe  in  the  laft  and  prefent 
•*  feffion,  relative  to  the  exports  and  imports  to  Africa  be 
**  referred  to  the  faid  Committee." 

Thefe  motions  being  all  agreed  to,  the  Houfe  imme- 
diately refolved  itfelf  into  a  Committee  of  the  whole  Houfe, 
Sir  William  Drlben  in  the  chair. 
Mr.Wil-  Mr.  ffilbcr force  new  rofe  and  faid,  when  1  confider  the 
bcrforce.  magnitude  of  the  fubjeft  which  1  am  to  bring  before  the 
Houfe — a  fubjedl,  in  which  the  intereds,  not  of  this-country, 
nor  of  Europe  alone,  bat  of  the  whole  world,  and  of  pof- 
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t^r'ity,  are  involved ;  and  when  I  thjnk,  at  the  fame  time,  on 
the  weakneis  of  the  advocate  who  has  undertaken  this  great 
oufe — when  thefe  rcflpaions  prefs  upon  my  mind,  it  is  iiu- 
poffihle  for  me  not  to  /tel  both  terrified  and  concerned  at  my 
own  inadfqujcy  to  fuch  a  tafk.  Kut  when  I  refltfl,  hoW^ 
ever,  on  the  ^couragejnent  which  1  have  had.  through  the 
whole  courfe  of  a  long  and  laborious  examination  of  this 
(jaeilion,  how  much  candour  I  have  experienced,  and  how 
conviaion  has  incre.ifcd  within  my  own  mind,  in  proportion 
as  1  hAve  advanced  in  my  labours  ;— when  1  reHeft,  efpecially, 
that  however  averfe  any  gentleman  may  now  be,  yet  we  fiialj 
all  he  of  one  opinion  in  the  end;-^whcn  I  turn  myfelf  to  tliefe 
thoughts,  I  take  courage-^I  determine  to  forget  all  my  other 
ffars,  and  I  march  forward  with  a  firmer  flep,  in  tlie  full  af- 
furancc  that  my  caufe  will  bear  me  out,  and  that  I  fhall  be 
able  to  juiiify,  upon  the  cleared  principles,  every  refoluiion 
in  my  hand,  the  avowed  «nd  of  whjch  ij,  the  total  abojitlon 
of  the  fl:ive  trade. 

I  wifli  exceedingly,  in  the  outfet,  to  guard  both  myfelf 
and  the  Houie  from  entering  into  the  fubjeft  with  any  Ibrt 
of  paffion.  It  is  not  their  paffions  I  fliall  appeal  to— I  afl^ 
only  for  their  cool  and  impartial  reafon  ;  and!  wifh  not  to 
take  them  by  furprize,  but  to  deliberate,  point  by  point, 
upon  every  paft  of  this  queftion,  1  mean  not  to  accufe  any 
one,  h*it  to  take  the  fliame  upon  myfelf,  in  common,  indeed, 
with  the  whole  Parliament  of  Great  Britain,  for  having 
fuffered  this  horrid  trade  to  1^  carried  on  under  their  aulho- 
rry.  We  are  all  guilty-^we  ought  all  to  plead  ftuihv.  and 
not  to  exculoite  ourfelves  by  throwing  the  blame  on  others; 
and  I  therefore  deprecate  every  kind  of  reflexion  againft  the 
various  defcriptions  of  people  who  are  more  immediately 
involved  in  this  wretched  bufinefs.  » 

In  0|icning  the  nature  of  the  flave  trade,  I  need  only  ob- 
ferve,  that  it  is  found  by  experience  t6  l>e  juft  fuch  as  everv 
man,  vho  ufes  his  reafon,  would  infallibly  conclude  it  to  be. 
For  my  own  part,  fo  clearly  am  I  convinced  of  the  mifchiefs 
infeparahle  from  it,  that  I  (hould  hardly  want  any  farther 
evidence  than  my  own  mind  would  furnidi,  by  the  moft 
iimplc  deduftions.  Fafl?,  however;  are  now  lairl  before  the 
Houfe.  A  Report  has  been  made  by  His  Majefty's  Privy 
Council,  which,  I  truft,  everv  gentleman  has  read,  and  which 
afccrtains  the  flave  trade  to  be  ju/l  fuch  in  pra^ice  as  we  know 
from  theory,  it  muft  be.  What  (liould  we  fuppofe  muft  nal 
turally  he  the  confequence  of  our  carrying  on  a  flave  trade 
with  Africa?  With  a  country,  vaft  in  its  extent,,  not  utteriy 
barbarous,  but  civiljzed  in  a  very  fmall  degree?  Docs  any 
one  fuppofe  a  flave  trade  would  help  their  civilization?  If 
it  n  t  plain  that  /lie  muft  fufFer  from  it?  1  hat  civilization 
muft  be  checked  ;  that  her  barbarous  mannefs  muft  be  made 
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more  bArbarooi ;  and  that  the  happinefs  of  her  millions  of 
inhabitants  muft  be  prejadiced  with  her  intercotirfe  with 
Britain  ?  Does  not  every  one  fee  that  a  flave  trade,  carried 
on  around  her  coafts,  mull  carry  violehcr  and  defolation  to 
her  very  center?  That  in  a  continent  juft  emerging  from 
barbarilm,  if  a  trade  in  men  is  eftablifliedi  if  her  men  are  all 
con^^ted  into  goods,  and  become  commodities  that  can  be 
bartered,  it  follows,  they  muft  hefubjedl  to  ravage  juft  as 
goods  are;  and  this,  too,  at  a  period  of  civilization,  when 
there  is  no  pr6te6lirig  L?giflaiure  to  defend  this  their  only- 
fort  of  property,  in  the  fame  manner  as  the  rights  of  property 
are  maintained  by  the  legifl  iture  of  every  civilized  country. 

We  fee  then,  in  the  nature  of  things,  how  eafily  the  prac- 
tices of  Africa  are  to  be  accounted  for.  Her  kings  are  never 
compelled  to  war,  that  we  can  hear  of,  by  public  principles, 
.  by  national  glory,  ftill  lefs  by  the  love  of  their  people.  In 
fjurope  it  is  the  extenfion  of  commerce,  the  maintenance  of 
national  honour,  or  fome  great  public  obje£k,  that  is  ever 
the  motive  to  war  with  every  monarch ;  but,  in  Africa,  it 
is  the  perfonal  avarice  and  (enfuality .of  their  kings;  thefe 
two  vices  of  avarice  and  fenfuality,  (the  moft  powerful  and 
predominant  in  natures  thus  corrupt)  wetempt,'we  ftimulate 
in  all  thefe  African  princes,  and  we  depend  upon  thefe  vices 
for  the  very  maintenance  of  the  flave  trade.  Does  the  king 
of  Barbeflin  want  brandy  ?  he  has  only  to  fend  his  troops,  in  ' 
the  night  time,  to  burn  and  defolate  a  village  ;  the  captives 
will  ferve  as  commodities,  that  may  be  bartered  with  the 
Britifh  trader.  What  a  ftriking  view  of  the  wretched  ftate 
of  Africa  does  the  tragedy  of  Calabar  furnifh  !  'Two  towns, 
formerly  hoftile,  had  fettled  their  differences,  and  by  an  in* 
termarriage  among  their  chiefs,  had  each  piedged  themfelves 
to  peace;  but  the  trade  in  Qaves  was  prejudiced  by  fuch  pa- 
cifications, and  it  became,  therefore,  the  policy  of  our  traders 
to  renew  the  hoflilities.  This,  their  policy,  was  foon  put 
in  pra£lice,  and  the  fcene  of  carnage  which  followed  was  fuch, 
that  it  is  better,  perhaps,  to  refer  geptlemen  to  the  Privy 
Council's  Report,  than  to  agitate  their  minds  by  dwelling 
on  it. 

The  flave  trade,  in  its  very  nature,  is  the  fource  of  fuch 
kind  of  tragedies ;  nor  has  there  been  a  Angle  perfon,  almoft, 
before  the  Privy  Council,  who  does  not  add  fomething  by 
his  teftimony  to  the  mafs  of  evidence  upon  this  point. 
Some,  indeed,  of  thefe  gentlemen,  and  particulaily  the  dele- 
gates from  Liverpool,  have  endeavoured  to  reafoa  down  this 
flain  principle;  fome  have  palliated  it;  but  there  is  not  one, 
believe,  who  does  not,  more  or  lefs,  admit  it.  Some,  nay 
moft,  I  believe,  have  admitted  the  flave  trade  to  be  the  chief 
caufe  of  wars  in  Africa.  Mr.  Penny  (a  Liverpool  delate) 
has  called  it  tlie  concurrent  caufe;  fome  confefs  it  to  be 
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fometimes  the  caofe,  bot  argue  that  it  cannot  often  be  fo« 
Here  I  muft  make  one  obfervation,  which^  I  hope  may  be 
done  without  ofience  ^o  any  one,  and  which  1   do,  once  for 
ail,  tboogh  it  applies  equally  to  many  other  evidences  upoa 
this  itibjed.     I  mean  to  lay  it  down  as  my  principle,  that 
evidences,    and   efpecially   interefled   evidences,  are  not  to 
be  judges  of  the  argument.     In  matters  of  faA,  of  which 
they   fpeak,    I  admit  their  competency  ;    I   mean   not  to 
fafpeA  their  credibility  with  refpefl  to  any  thing  they  fee  or  ' 
heir,  or  therofelves  perfonally  know  ;  but,  in  reafoning  about 
caufes  aotl  eflfeAs,  I  hold  them  to  be  totally  incompetent*    So 
£kr,  thereforey  from  fubmitting  to  their  conclufions  in  this 
refped;  I  utterly  difcard  them.     I  take  their  premifes  readily 
and  fairly  ;  bot,  upon  thefe  p'^emifes,  1  muftjudgefor  myfelt: 
and  the  Houfe,  1  truft,  nay,  I  perfeAly  well  know,  will  in 
Lke  manner  judge  for  itfejf.     Confident  aflert ions,  therefore^ 
not  of  fafts,  but  of  fuppofed  confequences  of  Lds,  howeveF* 
prefled   by  the  Liverpool  delegates,  or  any  other  interefled 
perfons,  go  for  nothing  in  my  ellimation.;  and  it  is  neceflary 
that  Pari4.iment  (hould  proceed  upon  this  principle,  as  well 
in  this  Skg  every  other  public  queilion  in   which  interefted 
evidences  muft  be  examined.     Thus  the  African  Committee. 
have  repoited  that  very  few  enormities,  in  their  opinion,  can. 
bave  been  pra£tifed  in  Africa  ;  becaufe,   in  forty  years,  only 
two  complaints  have  been  made  to  them*     1  admit  the  fa<Sl 
to  them   undoubtedly;  but,  I  truft  gentlemen  will  judge  for 
themfelves  whether  Parliament  is  to  red  fatisfied  that  theie. 
are  no  abufes  in  Africa,  in  fpite  of  all  the  poiitive  proofs  of 
fo  many  witnefles  on  t^e  fpot  to  the  <:ontrary.     Whether,^ 
for   inilance,    Mr.  Wadfirom's  evidence,   Dr.  Spaarman*5, 
Captain  Hill's,  are  to  go  for  nothing,  many  of  whom  either 
(aw  the  battles,  were  told  by  the  Kings  themfelves  that   it 
was  {or  the  fake  of  ilaves  they  went  to  battle,  or  converfed 
with  a  variety  of  prifoners  taken  by  thefe  means.     In  truth, 
ao  enquiry  from  the  African  Committee  whether  any  foul  play 
prevails  in  Africa,  is  fomewhat  like  an  application  to  the  Cuf* 
lom-boufe  officers  to  kipw  whether  any  fmuggling  is-going 
00;  tJie  officer   may  tell  you  that  very   few    feizures  are 
made,  and  very  few  frauds  come  to  his  knowledge;  hut  does 
it  follow  that  Parliament  muft  agree  to  all  the  reafonings  of  the 
officer  ?  and  though  fmuggling  he  ever  fo  notorious  through  the 
land,  muft  agree  there  is  ho  fmuggling,  becaufe  the  officer 
reports  that  he  makes  very  few  feizures,  and  feldom  hears  of 
it  ?  I  will  not  believe^  therefore,  the  mere  opinions  of  African 
traders^,  concerning  the  nature  and  confequences  of  the.flave 
trade.     It  is  a  trade  in  its  principle  moft  inevitably  calculated 
to  fpread  difunibn   among  the  African  princes,  to  fow  the 
feeds  of  every  mifchief,  to  infpire  enmity,    to  deftroy  hu- 
manity ;  and  it  is  found  in  praflice^  by  the  moft  abundant 
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teftimony,  to  have  had  the  fffccl  in  Africa  of  carrying  miferyt 
devaflation,  and  ruin  wherever  its  baneful  influence  has 
extended. 

Having  now  difpofed  of  tlie  firft  part  of  this  fubjeft,  I 
muft  fpeak  of  the  tranfit  of  the  flaves  in  the  Weft  Indies. 
This,  I  confefs,  in  my  own  opinion,  is  the  moft  wretched 
part  of  the  whole  fubjefl.  So  much  mifery  condenfed  in  io 
little  room,  is  more  than  the  human  imaginrition  had  ever 
before  conceived.  I  will  not  accufe  the  Liver jkioI  merchants: 
I  will  allow  them,  nay,  I  will  believe  tliem,  to  be  men  of 
humanity ;  and  I  will  therefore  believe,  if  it  were  not  for 
the  multitude  of  thefe  wretched  objedls,  if  it  were  not  r)r  the 
'  enormous  magnitude  and  extent  of  the  evil  which  diftrads 

their  attention  from  individual  cafes,  and  makes  them  think 
generally,  and  therefore  lefs  feelingly  on  the  fubjefl,  they  ne- 
ver would  have  perfirted  in  the  trade.  I  verily  helteye,  there- 
fore, if  the  wretchednels  of  any  one  of  the  many  hundred 
negroes  ftowed  in  each  (hip  could  be  brought  before  their 
.  view,  and  remain  within  the  light  of  the  Atiioan  rperchan*, 
that  there  is  no  one  among  them  whofe  heart  would  bear  it. 
Let  any  one  imagine  to  himfrlf  6  or  700  of  thefe  wretches 
chained  two  anu  two,  fur  rounded  with  every  objed  that  is 
naufeoQS  and  difgufting,  diieafed^  and  ftruggling  under  every 
kind  of  wretched nefs  I  How  can  we  bear  to  think  of  fuch 
a  fcene  as  this  ?  One  wouhi  think  it  had  been  determined 
to  heap  upon  them  all  the  varieties  of  bodily  pain,  for  the 
purp<ife  of  blunting  the  feelings  of  the  mind  ;  and  yet,  in 
this  very  point  (to  (hew  the  power  of  human  prejudice)  the 
iituation  of  th«  ilaves  has  been  defcribed  by  Mr.  Norris,  one 
of  the  Liverpool  delegates,  in  a  manner  which,  I  am  fure, 
will  convince  the  Houfe  how  intereft  can  draw  a  film  over 
the  eyes,  fo  thick,  that  total  blindnefs  could  do  no  more; 
and  how  it  is  our  duty,  therefore,  to  truft  not  to  the  rea- 
fonings  of  Interefted  men,  or  to  thtir  way  of  colouring  a 
trnnfadlion.  *' Their  appartirents,"  fays  Mr.  Norris,  **are 
•*  fitted  up  as  much  for  tlieir  advantage  as  circumftances 
"  will  admit.  The  right  ancle  of  oiv,  indeed,  is  connft<^ed 
with  the  left  ancle  of  another  by  a  fmall  iron  fetter,  and  if 
they  are  turbulent,  by  another  on  thoir  wrifts.  **  They 
"  have  feveral  mea's  ad  ay  ;  fome,"  as  he  tells  you,  **  of 
**  their  own  country  provifions,  wiih  the  heft  fauces  of 
**  -African  cookery;  and,  by  way  of  variety,  another  m^al 
'  "  ofpulfe,  &c.  according  to  European  tafte.  After  break- 
**  faft  they  have  water  to  wa(h  themfelves,  while  their 
"  apartments  are  perfumed  with  frankincenfe  and  lime-juice. 
"  Before  dinner,  they  are  amufed  after  the  manner  of  tlicir 
•*  country.  The  fong  .-nd  the  dance  are  promoted  ;**  and, 
as  if  the  whole  was  really  a  fcene  of  pleaure  and  diflipation, 
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it  is  added,  that  games  of  chance  are  furnifhed.  «*  The  men 
*^  play  and  fing,  while  the  women  and  girls  make  fanciful 
'^  ornaments  with'  beads,  which  they  are  plentifully  fup- 
«  plied  with.*  Such  is  the  fort  of  ftrain  in  which  the  Liver- 
pool delegates,  and  particularly  Mr.  Norris,  gave  evidence 
before  the  Privy  Council.  What  will  the  Houfe  think, 
*hen,  by  the  concurring  teftimony  of  other  witnefles,  th« 
true  hiftory  is  laid  open.  The  llaves,  who  are  fometimes  de- 
fcribed  as  rejoicing  at  their  captivity,  are  fo  wrung  with  mifery 
at  leaving  their  country,  that  it  is  the  conftant  pra(Elice  to  fet 
fjii  in  the  night,  left  they  (hould  he  fenfible  of  their  departure. 
Thepulfe  which  Mr.  Norris  talks  of  are  horfe  beans;  and 
the  Icantloefs,  both  of  water  and  proviAon,  was  fuggeiled 
bj  t  ^c  very  legiflature  of  Jamaica  in  the  Report  of  their  Com- 
mittee, to  be  a  fuhjeft  that  called  for  the  interference  of  Par- 
liament. Mr.  Norris  talks  of  frankinlenfe  and  lime  juice; 
wnen  tlie  furgeons  tell  you  the  flaves  are  ftowed  fo  clofe,  that 
there  is  not  room  to  tread  among  them  :  and  when  you  have 
it  in  evidence  from  Sir  George  Yonge^  that  even  in  a  ihip 
which  want^  200  of  her  complement,  the  (lench  was  into- 
Itrable.  The  fong  and  the  dance,  fays  Mr.  Norris,  are  pro- 
moted. It  had  been  more  fair,  perhaps,  if  he  had  explained 
tbat  word  promoted.  The  truth  is,  that  for  the  fake  of 
exercife,  thefe  mifcrablc  wretchtfs,  loaded  with  chains,  op- 
prefled  with  difeafe  and  wretchednefs,  are  forced  to  dance  by 
the  terror  of  the  la(h,  and  fomerimes  by  the  adiual  ufe  of  it. 
"  1,*  favs  one  of  the  other  evidences,  "  was  employed  to 
"  dance  the  men,  while  another  perfon  danced  the  women.*' 
Sach,  then,  is  the  meaning  of  the  word  promoted ;  and  it  may 
be  obferved  too,  with  rei|)e£l  to  food,  that  an  inftrument  is 
fometimes  carried  out,  in  order  to  force  them  to  eat,  which  is 
the  fame  fort  of  proof  how  much  they  enjoy  themfelves  in 
that  inftance  alfo.  As  to  their  finging,  what  Ihall  we  fay 
when  we  are  told  that  their  fongs  are  fongs  of  lamentation 
u^K^n  their  departure,  which,  while  they  fing,  are  always  in 
tears,  infomuch,  that  one  Captain  (more  humane,  as  I 
(hould  conceive  him,  therefore,  than  the  red)  threatened  one  ' 

of  the  women  with  a  flogging,  becaufe  the  mournfulnefs  of 
her  fong  was  too  painful  for  his  feelings.  In  order,  how- 
ever, not  to  truft  too  much  to  any  fort  of  defcription,  I  will 
call  th^  attention  of  the  Houfe  to  one  fpecies  of  evidence, 
which  is  abfoiutely  infallible.  l])eath,  at  leaft,  is  a  fure 
ground  of  evidence,  and  the  proportion  of  deaths  will  not 
only  confirm,  but,  if  poflible  will  even  aggravate  our  fuf- 
picion  of  their  mifery  in  the  trnnfit.  It  will  be  found, 
upon  an  average  of  all  the  Avps  of  which  evidence  has  been 
given  at  the  Privy  Council,  that  exclufive  of  thofe  who 
perifli  before  they  fail,  not  lefs  than  J2|  per  ceht  perifli  in 
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the  paflagQ.  Befides  tbefe,  the  Jamaica,  report  tells  yMi,. 
that  not  lefs  than  4|  per  cent,  die  on  {hore  before  the  day  of 
fale,  which  is  only  a  week  or  two  from  the  time  of  landing* 
One  third  more  die  in  the  (eafoning,  and  this  in  a  coqntry 
exa£lly  like  their  own,  where  they  are  healthy  and  happy> 
as  fome  of  the  evidences  would  pretend.  The  difeafes,  haw- 
ever,  which  they  contra £t  on  fhipboard,  the  aftringent 
wafhes  which  are  to  hide  their  woonds,  and  the  mifchievous 
tricks  ufed  to  make  them  up  for  fale,  are«  as  the  Jamaica 
report  fays,  (a  moft  piecious  and  valuable  report,  which  I 
ihall  often  have  to  advert  to)  one  principal  caufe  of  this  mor- 
tality* Upon  the  whole,  however,  here  is  a  mortality  of 
about  50  per  cent,  and  this  among  negroes. who  are  not 
bought  unlefs  quite  healthy  at  firil,  and  unlefs  (as  the  phrafe 
is  with*cattle)  they  are  found  in  wind  and  limb. 

How  then  can  the  Houfe  refufe  its  belief  to  the  multiplied 
teftimonies,  before  the  Privy  Council,  of  the  favage  treat- 
ment of  the  negroes  in  the  middle  pafTage? — Nay,  indeed, 
what  need  is  there  of  any  evidence?  The  number  of  deaths 
fpeaks  for  itfelf,  and  makes  all  fuch  enquiry  fuperfluous. 

As  foon  as  ^ver  I  had  arrived  thus  far  in  my  inveftigation 
of  the  Slave  Trade,  I  confefs  to  you,  Sir,  fo  enormous,  fo 
dreadful,  fo  irremediable  did  its  wickednefs  appear,  that  my 
own  mind  was  completely  made  up  for  the  abolition.  A 
trade  founded  in  iniquity,  and  carrifsd  on  as  this  was,  mud 
be  aboliflaed,  let  the  policy  be  what  it  might, — ^let  the  confe* 
quences  be  what  they  would,  I  from  this  time  dcterinined 
that  I  would  never  reft  till  I  had  -eSe&ed  its  abolition. 
Such  enormities  as  thefe  having  once  come  within  my  know- 
ledge, I  Ihould  not  have  been  faithful  to  the  light  of  my  eyes, 
to  the  ufe  of  my  fenfes  and  my  reafon,  if  I  had  flirunk  from 
attempting  the  abolition :  It  is  true,  indeed,  my  mind  was 
harrafled  beyond  meafure;  for  when  Wcft-Inaia  planters 
aid  merchants  retorted  it  upon  me  that  it  was  the  BritiJh 
Parliament  had  authorized  this  trade;  when  they  faidlto  me, 
*^  It  is  your  adls  of  Parliament,  it  is  your  encouragement, 
<'  it  IS  laith  in  your  laws,  in  your  proteaion,  that  has  tempt- 
*^  ed  us  into  this  trade,  and  has  now  made  it  neceflary  to  us.'* 
It  became  difficult,  indeed,  what  to  anfwer;  if  the  ruin  of 
the  Weft  Indies  threatened  us  on  the  one  hand,  while  this, 
load  of  wickednefs  prefled  upon  us  on  the  other,  the  alterna- 
tive, indeed,  was  awful. 

It  naturally  fuggefted  itfelf  to  me,  how  firange  it  was 
that  providence,  however  myftcrious  in  its  ways,  fliould  fo 
have  conftituted  the  world,  as  to  make  one  part  of  it  depend 
for  its  exiftence  on  the  depopulation  and  deyaftation  of  ano- 
ther. 

3  I  could 
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I  coald  4iot,  therefore,  help  diflrofting  the  arguments  of 
thofe,  who  infifted  that  the  plundering  of  Africa  was  necef- 
fary  for  the  cultiyation  of  the  Weft  Indiei.  I  could  not  be- 
lieve that  the  fame  Being  who  forbids  rapine  and  bloodfhed, 
had  made  rapine  and  bloodshed  neceflary  to  the  well-being  of 
any  prtof  his  univerfe.  I  felt  a  confidence  in  this  principle, 
and  took  the  refolution  to  aft  upon  it :  foon,  indeed,  the 
light  broke  in  upon  me ;  the  fufpicion  of  my  mind  was  every 
day  confirmed  by  encreafing  information}  the  truth  became 
clear;  the  evidence  I  have  to  offer  upon  this  point  is  now  de- 
ciiive  and  compleat ;  and  I  wifli  to  obferve,  with  fubmiffion, 
bat  with  perfe^  coivvi^lion  of  heart,  what  an  inftance  is  this, 
how  fafety  we  may  truft  the  rules  of  juftice,  the  dictates  of 
confcience,  and  the  laws  of  God,  in  oppofition  even  to  the 
feeming  impolicy  of  thefe  eternal  principles.    , 

1  hope  now  to  prove,  by  authentic  evidence,  that,  in  truth, 
the  Weft  Indies  have  nothing  to  fear  from  the  total  and  im-> 
mediate  abolition  of  the  Have  trade :  I  will  enter  minutely 
into  this  point,  and  I  do  entreat  the  moft  exa£l  attention  of 
gentlemen  moil  interefted  in  this  part  of  the  queftion ;  the 
refolutions  I  have  to  offer  are  many  and  particular,  for  the 
porpofe  of  bringing  each  point  under  a  feparate  difcuflion ; 
and  thus,  I  hope,  it  will  be  Ihewn,  that  Parliament  is  not 
difpofed  to  overlook  the  interefts  of  the  Weft  Indies. 

The  principle,  however,  upon  which  I  found  the  neceflity 
of  abolition  is  not  policy  but  juftice,*^bat  though  juftice  be 
the  principle  of  the  meafure,  yet,  I  truft,  I  (hall  diftin£kly 
prove  it  to  be  reconcileable  With  our  trueft  political  intereft. 

In  entering,  therefore,  into  the  next  branch  of  my  fubjed, 
namely,  the  ftate  of  flaves  in  the  Weft  Indies,  I  would  oh-  ' 
ferve,  that  here,  as  in  many  other  cafes,  it  happens  that  the 
owner  or  principal  generally  fends  out  the  beft  orders  imagi* 
nable,  which  the  manager  upon  the  fpot  may  purfue  or  not, 
as  he  pleafes.  1  do  not  accufe  even  the  manager  of  any  native 
cnielty,  he  is  a  perfon  made  like  ourfelves  (for  nature  is'  much 
the  fame  in  all  perfons)  but  it  is  habit  that  generates  cruelty  : 
—This  man  looking  down  upon  his  Haves  as  a  fet  of  beings 
of  another  nature  from  himfel^  can  have  no  fympathy  for 
them,  and  it  is  fympathy,  and  nothing  elfe  than  fympathy, 
which,  according  to  the  beft  writers  and  judges  of  the  fub- 
'fi&^  is  the  true  fpring  of  humanity.  Let  us  afk  then  what 
arethecaufes  of  the  mortality  in  the  Weft  Indies:  — 

In  the  firft  place,  the  difproportion  of  fexes;  an  ^vil, 
^htch,  when  the  {lave  trade  is  aboliftied,  rauft  in  the 
courfc  of  nature  cure  itfetf. 

In  the  fecond  pla^  l\\<^  diforders  contra6led  in  the  middle 
pafiage:  and  Here  let  me  touch  upon  an  argument  for  ever 
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ufisd  b^  tbe  advocates  for  {the  flaxe  trade,  ihe  £iilacy  of 
.which  18  no  wbere  ii>ore  notoripiis  than  in  duM  place. 

It  is  laid  to  bethe  inter^  ft  of  die  traders  to  tife  their  ^aves 
well  *  the  aAriiig^  wafbes,  efcarotics,  and  mjercunal  oiat- 
n^itSi  by  which  they  are  made  up  for  fale,  is  pne  anh^'er  to 
this  argjament.     In  this  ioftancc  it  is  not  their  iiuereft  to  ufe 
'  them  well ;  and  although   in  fome  refpefis  felf-intereft  and 

hamaDity  will  go  together,  yet  unhappily  through  the  whole 
progrels  of  this  ilavc  trade,  thp  very  converfe  of  this  princi- 
ple is  continually  occufring* 

'  A  third  confe  of  deaths  in  the  Weft  Indies  is  excelSve  la- 
bour joined  with  improper  food.  1  mean  not  to  blame  rhe 
Weft  Indians,  for  this  evil  fprings  from  the  very  nature  of 
things; — in  this  country  the  work  is  £iirly  paid  for,  and  dif- 
trihuted  among  our  labourers,  according  to  the  reafonaislenefs 
of  thirg^;  and  if  a  trader  or  manufaducer  hnds  his  profits 
decreafe,  he  retrenches  his  own  expences,  he  lellens  the  nuia- 
ber  of  his  hands,  and  every  branch  of  trade  finds  its  proper 
level.  In  the  Weft  Indies  the  whole  number  of  (Javes  re- 
mains with  the  £ime  mafter,*— is  ihe  mafter  pinched  in  his 
profits?  1  he  flaye  allowance  is  pinched  in  confequence;  ^r 
as  charity  begins  at  home,  the  ufual  gr^tifipation  of  the  maf- 
ter will  never  he  given  up»  fo  long  as  th^re  is  a  ppffibility  of 
making  tbe  retreiichment  from  the  allowance  of  the  flavetf. 
There  is,  'theiefbre,<  a  conftant  tendency  to  tbe  very  mini- 
mum with  refpeA  to  fiaves*  allowance;  and  if  in  any  one 
hard  year  tbe  (laves  get  through  upon  a  reduced  allowance, 
from  the  very  mature  of  man  it  muft  happen,  that  this  b^ 
comes  4  precedent  npon  other  occasions  ;  nor  is  the  gradual 
deftruAicri  qf  the  fiave  a  confideration  fufficient  to  couiitera£t 
t1)e  immediate  advantage  and  prpfit  that  is  got  by  their  hard 
yfage.  Here  rhen  we  perceive  again  how  the  argument  ot 
inttreft  faik  aUb  with  refpedk  to  tbe  treatment  of  flaves  in  tbe 
Weft  Indies.  Intereftis  undoubtedly  the  great  fpriag  of  ac- 
tion in  the  affairs  of  mankind;  but  it  is  immediate  and  prs- 
^t,  not  futor^  and  diftant  intereft,  however  real,  that  is 
apt  to  a£kuate  us.  We  may  truft  that  men  will  follow  their 
intereft  when  prefent  impulle  andintereft  corref|>ond,  but  not 
othefwife.  I'bat  this  is  a  true  obicrvation  may  be  proved  by 
every  thing  in  life.  Why  do  we  make  laws  to  punifh  men } 
It  is  their  nitereft  to  be  upright  and  virtuous,  without  thefe 
laws  :  but  there  is  a  prefent  impulfe  continually  breaking  in 
upon  their  better  judgement;  an  impulfe  contrary  to  their 
permanent  and  kno^n  intereft,  which  it  is  not  cvea  in  the 
power  of  all  our  laws  fufficiently  to  reftrain.  It  is  ridiculous 
to  fay,  therefore,  that  mcin  will  be  boiind  by  their  intereft, 
when  prefent  gain  or  w^en  the  force  of  pafiion  is  urging  tbei? : 

Itii  no  lefs  ridiculous  than  •  if  we  were  to  fay  lut' a  ftone 

cannot 
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cnaot  tethmwir  i'Ato  tteaiff  nor  any  body  movifc  afong  the 
ortb,  becaufe  the  great  principle  of  gravitation. moft  kerpt 
t&em  for  ever  &&•  Th^principle6f  gravitation  is  true;  and 
jet,  ia  fpiteof  ity  there  are  a  thoufand  motions  v^hich  bodier 
may  be  driven  into  continoally,  and  upon  which  we'  ought  as. 
moch  to  reckon  as  on  gravitation  itfelf.  This  principlei 
therefore,  of  felf-intertft,  which  is  brought  in  to  anlwer 
erery  charge  of  cruelty  throughout  the  flave  tibde,  is'  not 
to  be  thus  generally  admitted.  Thar  the  alI6w:ince  is  iocr 
ibort  in  the  Weft  Indies  appears  verv  plain  alfo  from'  the- 
rViilence;  the  allowance  in  th^  prifonj  1  conceive  muft  be  att' 
under  allowance,  and-  yet  I  find  it  to  be  fomewhat  lefs  than- 
this:  Dr.  Adair  (who  is  not  very  favourable  to  mf  propofi-' 
tion«,  and  who,  by  way  of  evidenire,  wrote  ^  fort  of  pamplr- 
Ict  againft  me  to  the  Privy  Council)  has  laid'  that  even  her 
thinks  their  food  at  crop- time  too  little;  arid  I  obferve  fronl* 
Governor  Ord's  ftatement  thiit  he  accounts  for  their  beiri|^ 
mnre  hciiltby'  ;it  a  lefs  favourable  feaibn  6(  the  yiear,  frba» 
their  being  better  fed  at  the  onfavodrable  feaibn. 

Another  caule  of  the  mortality  of  flaves  is  the  dreadful'dif- 
Ibloteners  of  their  mahiiers.  Here  it  might  be  faid,  that  felP-. 
imereft  muft  inddee  the  planters  to  wi(h  for  fome  order  and' 
deceney  around  thtir  families;  but  in  this  cafe  alfoV  it  is* 
IsTf ry  itfelf  that  is  the  milchief*  Slaves,  *  confid^re d  ^%  cat- 
tie,  left  without  inftrudion,  without  any  inftitution  cf 
inarrbge.-  fo  defireffidas  to  haVe  no  means  alnioft  of  crviliza- 
tiod,  will  undoubtedly  be  dfflblute;  and,  yntil' attempts' are^ 
made  to  niife  them  a  little  above  their  preient  (ituation,-  this 
iborde  of  mortality  will  remain* 

Seine  evidencei  indeed  have  ende^vouisd  to  difprove  that 
there  it  any  particular  wretchednefs  among  the  flaves  in  the 
^eft  Indies.  Admh-al  Barriftgtorr  tHls  you^  He  hal  feen 
tHem  look  fo  happy  thit  hehas  fomdtimec  wifhed  hFmfelf  one 
of  them:  I  conceive  that  in  a  cafe  like  this  an  AdmiralV 
^idence  is  p6rfaap(s  tUe  very  worft  that  can  he  taken.'  It  Je 
^  ifa-King  were  to JuHjgeof  the  private  haj>ptnefs  of  his 
ioMien  by  feeing  them  on  a  review  day.  Tlie  fight  of  the 
Alimriil  would, -no  doubt,  exhrlarate  their  faces;*  he  would 
fce  them  in  their  beft  clothes,  and  they,  pbrhaps^  might 
hope  foir  a  few  of  the  crumbs  which  fell  from  the  Admiral's 
tible^  but  does  it  follow  that  there  is  no  hard  treatmeiit  of 
flwsin  the^Weft  Indies^  the  Admiral's  wifh:  t6  be  one  of 
thefe  flaves  himfelf,*  <pfoves  perhaps  that  he  was  in  anod'd  ho* 
lAotir'at  the  moment^  or  perhaps  it  might  mean  (for  alt  the 
^tM  -kirowi  -hi*  hum)an1ty)  that  he  couW  wllh  'to  alleviate 
iheir  fuflerings  by' takings  a' fh^e  upon  himfelf;  hut  at 
Itafift  proves  nothingof  t^Sirttneral tre&ttkAent;  -and^  at  anyv 

T  a  rate; 
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rate,  it  is  but  a  negative  proof  which  affe£ls  nbt  the  other 

evidences^to  the  contrary. 

It  is  now  to  be  remarked,  that  all  thefe  caufes  of  mortality 
among  the  flaves  do  undoubtedly  admit  of  a  remedy ,  and  it 
Is  the  abolition  of  the  ilave  trade  that  will  ferve  as  this  re- 
medy. When  the  manager  fhall  know  that  a  frefli  importa- 
tion is  not  to  be  had  from  Africa,  and  that  he  cannot  retrieve 
the  deaths  he  occafions  by  any' new  purchafes,  humanity 
muft  be  introduced;  an  improvement  in  the  fyftem  of  treat- 
ing them  will  thus  infallibly  be  efFe£led,  an  ailiduous  care, of 
their  health  and  of  their  morals,  marriage  inftitutions^  and 
many  other  things,  as  yet  little  thought  of,  will  take  place ; 
becaufe  they  will  be  abfolutelv  neceffary.  Births  will  thus 
encreafe  naturally;  inftead  ot  frefli  acceflions  of  the  fame 
negroes  from  Africa,  each  generation  will  then  improve  upon 
the  former,  and  thus  will  the  Weft  Indies  themfelves  eventu- 
ally profit  by  the  abolition  of  the  flave  trade. 

But,  Sir,  I  will  fliew  by  experience  already  had,  how  the 
multiplication  of  flaves  <lepends  upon  their  good  treatment. 
AH  fides  agree  that  flaves  are  much  better  treated  now  than 
they  were  thirty  years  ago  in  the  Weft  Indies,  and  that  there 
is  every  day  a  growing  improvement.  I  will  fliew,  therefore, 
by  authentic  documents,  how  their  numbers  have  encreafed 
(or  rather  how  the  decreafe  has  lefiened)  in  the  fame  propor* 
'  tion  as  the  treatment  has  improved. 

There  were  in  Jamaica,  in  the  year  1761,  147,000  flaves ; 
in  the  year  1787,  there  were  256,000;  in  all  this  period  of 
26  years,  165,000  were  imported,  which  would  be  upon  an 
average  2150  per  annum,  there  being,  on  an  average  of  the 
whole  26  years,  i  i*i5th  per  cent  yearly  diminution  of  the 
number  of  flaves  on  the  ifland. 

In  fa£t,  however,  I  find  that  the  diminution  in  the  firft 
period,  when  they  were  the  worft  ufed,  was  2 J  per  cent.;  in 
the  next  7  years  it  was  i  per  cent.;  and  the  average  of  the  laft 
period  is  5-5th8  per  cent.  It  fiiould  alfo  be  obferved,  that 
there  has  lately  been,  on  account  of  the  war,  a  much  more 
than  ordinary  diminution,  which  was  the  cafe  alfo  in  the 
former  war,  befides  that  15,000  have  been  deftroyed  by  the 
late  famine  and  hurricanes.  Upon  thefe  premifes  I  ground  a 
conclufion,  that  in  Jamaica  there  is  at  this  time  an  a^hialen- 
creafe  of  population  among  the  flaves  b^gun.  It  may  fairly 
be  prefumed,  that  fince  the. year '1782  this  has  been  the  cafe, 
and  that  the  births  by  this  time  exceed  the  deaths  by  about 
1000  or  1 100  per  annum.  •  It  Is  true  the  fexes  are  not  alto- 
gether equal ;  but  this  difference  is  To  fmall  that  if  the  proper 
number  of  women  were  added,  the  births  to  be  expedled  in 
confequence  would  be  no  more  than  ^00  per  annum,  which 

ih#ws  this  to  be  a  matter  of  little  confequence.  " 

•    .  '  Iq 
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fn  the  ifland  of  Barbadoes  the  cafe  is  nearly  l)ir  fame  as  at 
Jamaica. 

In  St.  Chriftophersy  there  are  9600  females^  and  io»300 
males ;  {o  that  an  increafe  by  birth,  if  the  treatment  is  tole-      , 
lerable,  may  fairly  be  expeded. 

In  Dominica,  Governor  Ord  writes,  that  there  is  a  natu-  . 
ral  increafe,   though  it  is  yet  incondderable,  and  though 
the  fmaggling  in  that  Ifland  makes  it  not  appear  fo  favoursbiy.  • 

In  Nevis  there  are  abfolutely  five  women  to  four  men. 

In  Antigua,  the  epidemical  diforders  have  lately  cut  off 
i*4th  or  i-fth  of  the  negroes;,  but  this  cannot  beexpe(5led 
to  return^  efpecially  when  the  grand   caufe  of  epidemical  < 
diforders  is  removed* 

In  Bermndas  and  the  Bahamas  there  is  an  aflual  increafe. 

In  Montferrat  there  is  much  the  fame  decreafe  as  tjiere 
has  been  in  Jamaica,  which  is  to  be  accounted  for  by  che 
emigrations  from  that  ifland. 

Soch,  Sir,  is  the  flate  of  the  nerrroes  in  our  Wefl-India 
ilbnds ;  and  it  is  not  only  founded  upon  authentic  docu- 
ments from  thence,  but  it  is  alfo  confirmed  by  a  variety*  of*^ 
other  proofs.     Mr.  Long,  whofe  works  are  looked  up  to- 
as  a  fort  of  Weft  India  gofpel  upon  thefe  fubjed^s,  lay^  it 
down  as  a  principle,  that  when  there  are  two  negroes  upon  an 
iiland  to  three  hogiheads  of  fugar«  the  work  for  them  will  be 
fo  moderate,  as  to  enfure  a  natural  increafe;  and  there  is   , 
now  much  more  than   this  proportion-     It  can  be  proved 
too,  tha(   a  variety  of 'individuals,   by  good  ufage,    have 
more  than  kept  up  their  ftock. 

But,  allowing  even  the  number  of  negroes  to  be  deficient, 
ftill  there  are  many  other  refources  to  be  had — ^the  wafte 
of  labour  which  now  prevails  — -  the  introduction  of  the 
plough  and  other  machinery-<^the  divifion  of  work,  which 
in  free  and  civilized  countries  is  the  grand  fource  of  wealth 
^heredu61ion  of  the  number  of  negro  fervants,  of  whom 
not  lefs  than  from  20  to  40  are  kept  in  ordinary  families*- 
All  thefe  I  touch  upon  merely  as  hints^  to  fhew  that  the 
Weft  Indies  are  not  bereaved  of  all  the  means  of  cultivating 
their  eftate«,  as  fome  perfons  have  feared*  But,  Sir,  even 
if  thefe  fuppofitions  are  all  falfe  and  idle,  if  every  one  of 
thefe  fuccedanea  fhoufd  flil,  I  ftill  do  maintain  that  the  Weft 
India  planters  can  and  will  indemnify  themfelves  by  the 
encreafed  price  of  their  produce  in  our  market ;  a  principle 
which  is  fo  clear,  that  in  queftions  of  taxation,'  or  any  other 
<|Qpftion  of  policy,  this  fort  of  argument  would  undoubtedly 
W  admittied.  t  fay,  therefore,  that  the  Weft  Indians  who 
contend  againft  the  abolition,  are  nonfuited  in  every  pari  of 
the  argument.  Do  they  fay  that  importations  are  necefTary  ? 
I  bve  fhewD  that  the  very  numbers  in  the  gang  may  be 

kept 
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Itf plE vp  hf  pMrffGdtioii^  IW  Ihitf  dented }  I  %,  thd  plbogby 
horfesy  machinery,  domeftic  flaves,  and  all  the  other  ftic*' 
cedanei  wild  fuppl^  the  defioienejr**  Ic-  i^  perfified  that  the 
deficiency  can  in^  no  way  be  fuippUed^  and*  thal>  the  (Quantity 
of  produce  muft  dicniniih?  I  theil' pevert  to*  that  irrefragable 
zfgtaenty  that  the;  ihcreafe  e0  price  will  maike  up  their  lofs, 
apd  is  a  dear  ufeimaits*  fecurity.  I  ha^e  in  my  hand  the 
excradi  nromt  a  pamphlet  which-  ftates^.  in  very  dreadful  co- 
loura^.  what  thouiandaand  ten? of  thoufanda  will  be  ruined  ; 
lifow  our  we:dktD  will  be  impftire^ ;  one  third  of  our  commerce 
cut  off'  (or  evtsr;  how  our  rtianufadlures  will  droop  in  qon- 
fequenoe,*  our  land<  tax  will  be  raifed,.  our  marine  deftroyed, 
while  France,  our  natur;^  enemy  and  riviii^  will^  ftrengthea' 
berMfby  our  weaknefs,  [:A>cry  of  aiTent  being,  heard  from 
feverd  parts  of  the  Houfe>  Mh  Wilberforce  added,].  I  beg» 
Siry  that  gentlemen  will*  not  miftake  me.  The' pamfriilec 
from  whence  this  prophecy  is  taken  was  written  by  Mn  Glo* 
Ytr  ill  1774^  oma  very  diiFereilt  occ4|fion ;.  and  I  would 
therefore  aik.  gentlemen,,  whethfer  it  is  indeed  fulfilled i  I^ 
COT  wealth  deoayed<?  our  oonmience^cot  off?  areourmanu*- 
fi^uret  aifd  our  marine'detttoyed }  Is*  France  ilaifed  upon 
oap  ruins*?  On  the  contrary^  do  we  not  Tee,  by  the  inftaoco 
c^this'pamphler,  how  menin  a  defponding  moment  willpic- 
tUret  tor  thrmfeives  the-  uloft  gloomy  confequencei,  from 
caufei  hy  no  means  to  be  *  ;»pprefaended  ?*  We  are  all,,  in  this' 
rc^pei£i>  apt  fomecimes  to  be  carried  away  by  a  frightened* 
imagination;  Like  poor  negroes,  we^  are  all  in  our' turn, < 
fubjeA  to  Obiha;  and  when  we  havl^  an' intereflto  hiaft  us»i 
WT' are  carried -aw^ytenr  thoufdnd  tjmes  more.  TheAfri- 
Gftn  merchants- toldbslaft  year,. thar  if  lefstliati  two  mentb  a' 
ttm  were'to  tiealiowedj  tlie  trade  could  not  conftinue*  Mr« 
Tarlecon,  inilrufted  by  the  whole  tratle  of  LiverpDolj  d^- 
cfared' the  fame;  told  us  that  comnoerce  would  be« ruined^ 
and  OUT  man ofa^ ores  would  mrgrnre  toFrance.  We  have 
petttiomoif'thettdble from themanufisiAuTeTs,! bnt^  Ibelieve 
they>  are  not  .dated  at   Havre,  or  any  port  in' France;  a^d 

rtt  ir  is^certiihi,  that  out  of*  twenty*  Hi ips  laft  year  fVoM 
iver pool,  .not  le£i'than  thirteen  carried'  thrs^  very  ruino€«« 
proportion  of»l*(s  than  two  to  a  ton;  It  isfaid  that  Liver* 
pooiwtlltbd  Undone^-^the  triide,  lay^'Mr;  DalzW^^at  ihitt 
tirte  hangs  upon  a  thread,  and  the  fmalleft  irmtterwill  ovier- 
thTOWiit.  1  believe^  indeed,  the  trade  hangs  upon  a  thread- 1 
f6f  it  is  a:<lofi*ig  trade*  toLivfrpoolJat^tlm  time.  It'isa 
lottfcry^  in  which fomtmen have  made  hrge-forlunesyxhiefly 
by  hetng: their  own  infurerSy  while  xrt'h^rsfbllow'  the  ekam^ 
ple'ofTa  iew  lucky  adventurers, -aad-  lofe  ruoney  by^it.*  It 
is^abfurd'to  fay,  therefore^  that  Liverpool  will  be  ruined 
\>*jf  theiabDlkbny  or  ths^t  it  will  feel  thr  difference  vervfen-t 
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£Ufy  Cnce  tbe  wiiole  ouurard-hound  tonnage  cf  the  4are 
traift  aiaoanti  only  to  i-fiftoieath  of  the  autvjsird-bound 
tonna^  of  Liverpool.  We  ought  to  reioeiober  alio,  that 
rhe  flave  tiade  a&ually  was  fuf^jended  during  fonie  years  of 
the  wai>;  nor  Hi  any  calamity  £ollow  fisom-it.  As  to  ihtp- 
piogy  oor  fiAicries  and  other  trades  will  fMrnfffa  fo  nuMiy  tn- 
noceat  aqd  hloodlefs  ways  of  employ  ing  vefiels,.  that  no  mif- 
cbiefneed  be  dreaded  frora  this  quarter* 

Tlienext  fobjed  which  I  Ihall  touch  upon,  is,  the  inflnence 
of  the  llavs  trade  on  oar  marine;  and,  inftead  of  being  a 
benefit  to  ow  i'ailors,  as  fome  have  ignorandy  argued,  1  do 
iflert  it  is  their  grave*  The  evidence  upon  the  point  is  clear  ; 
br,  by  the  indefatigable  indyftry  and  public  fpiri^  of  Mr* 
Clarkfon,  the  mufter  rolls  of  all  the  ilave  fhips  have  been 
colledfld  and  compared  with  thofe  of  other  trades ;  and  it  ap- 
pears in  tlic  refuk  that  mor^  failors  die  in  one  year  in  the 
lave  trade,  than  die  in  two  years  in  all  our  other  tradn  pnt 
together.  It  appears  by  the  mufter  roll,  to  88  flave  {hips 
wbich  failed  from  Li^rpool  in  1787,  that  the  original  evews 
conii Aed  of  ji 70  failors^v-of  theiie  only  1428  returned:  642 
£ed,  or  were  loft,  a|id  1 100  were  difdurged  on  the  voyage, 
or  deferted  either  in  Africa  or  the  Weft  Indies.  It  appeared 
to  oie  for  a  long  time  unnaccountable  how  fo  vaft  a  propor- 
tion of  thefe  £iiIors  fliould  leave  their  (hips  in  the  Weft  !n- 
&t;  but  I  fhall  quote  here  a  letter  from  Governor  F^rry  at 
Barbadoes,  which  explains  this  difficglty : 
"  Exira^  of  a  littn  frum  Gwrnruar  Porry^  to  Lor  J  Sydney^ 
^  daud  Mwf  13,   1788,  branjmiuimg  two  pnttionu 

"  To  the  African  trade  on  the  coaft  1  cannot  venture  to 
^  (peak,  not  being  ful^ciently  acqoaiilted  with  it ;  but  am 
^  fearful  fuoh  monftrous  abufes  have  crept « into  it,  as  to 
"  make  the  interference  of  the  Britifti  Legiflature  abfolutely 
^  neceflary ;  and  to  have  to  lament  that  it  falls  ta  my  lot 
"  to  pofleis  your  Lorlhip  with  the  unple^lfing  information 
^  contained  in  the  encfoied  petitions,  which  is  fully  demon- 
"  ftrativo  of  the  fliameful  practices  carried  on  in  that  un- 
^  natural  commerce."' 

He  then  fpeaks  of  having  feen  Captain  Bibby,  who  is  the 
peribn  mentioned  in  the  following  petitions,  though  the  other 
Captain  bad  endeavoured  to  prevent  it ;  and,  he  fays,  he 
lus  fent  back  the  pawns  (mentioned  alfo  in  the  petition)  to 
4ieir  enraged  parents,  adding,  ^^  That  I  cannot  help  having 
^  ny  fufpictona ;  and  I  was  yeftefday  told,  thai  be  had 
^  private  inflnidions  from  the  petitioners  not  to  prafirnf 
^  the  petition$  to  me,  if  Bibby  wduld  ijuietty  refign  the  > 
*^  pawns ;  which  leadt.me  to  believe  there  was  a  general 
^  combination  in  thefe  unwarrantable  pradltces  aoDong  all 
**  the  mafiers  of  the  veflfeU  then  in  Cameroons- riven* 

3  He 
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He  then  comes  to  the  fubje6l  of  the  Britifh  Tailors — 
**  Your  Lortlfhip,*'  fays  he,,*- is  perfedlly  informed  of  the 
^  nefarious  pra£kices  of  the  African  trade,  arid  the  cruel 
*^  manner  in  which  the  greater  number  of  the  mafters  treat 
**  their  feamen.  There  is  fcarcely  a  veflei  in  that  trade 
^'  that  calls  at  Barbadoes,  from  which  I  have  not  a  complaint 
*^  made  to  me,  either  by  the  mafter  or  the  feamen  ;  but  more 
*^  frequently  the  latter,  who  are  ofien  (hamefully  ufed ;  for 
<^  the  African  traders  at  home  being  obliged  to  fend  out  their 

.*^  (hips  very  ftrong  handed,  as  well  from  the  unhealthinefs 
*^  of  the  climate,,  as  the  neceffity  of  guarding  the  flaves,  foori 
^^   feel  the  expence  of  feamen's  wages ;  and  as  foon  as  they 

.  ''/come  amongft  thefe  iflands,  and  all  danger  of  infurredtion 

'•*  is  removed,  the  mailers  quart  el  with  their  feamen,  upon 
*'  the  moft  frivolous  pretences,  and  turn  them  on  fliore  on 
"  the  firft  iiland  they  ftop  at,  fometimes  with,  and  fome- 
**  times  without  paying  them  their  wages;  and  Barbadoes 
M  being  windward  flat  ion,  has  generally  a  large  proportion 
"  of  thefe  men  thrown  in  upon  her;  and  forry  am  I  to  fay, 
**  that  many  of  thefe  valuable  fubjeft  are,  from  ficknefs 
''  and  the  dire  neceffitry  of  entering  into  foreign  employ 

. "  for  maintenance,  loft  to  the  Britifli  nation," 

Thus  do  we  fee  how  Mr.  Clarkfon's  account  of  the  muf- 
ter  rolls  is  verified,  and  why  it  is  that  fo  vaft  a  proportion 
of  failors  in  the  ilave  fliips  are  loft  to  this  country*  But  let 
us  touch  alfo  on  the  petitions  which  Govenor  Parry  fpeaks 
of;  it  feems  th^t  Captain  Bibby  before  mentioned  haa  carried 
off  from  Africa  thirty  of  the  king's  children  and  relations 
left  in  pawn  with  him,  who  retaliated  by  feizing  five  Eng- 
lifli  Captains.  Thefe  Captains  difpatch  a  veffel  with  peti- 
tions to  Governor  Parry,  to  fend  back  the  king's  fons,  in 
order  to  their  own  releafe.  Now,  Sir,  let  us  mark  the 
ftile  of  thefe  petitions.  **  I  James  M'Gauty,  I  William 
^*  Willooghby,  &c.  being  on  (hore  on  the  execution  of  our 
<^  bufinefs,  were  feized  by  a  body  of  armed   natives,  who 

.  **  lay  in  ambufti  in  order  to  take  us.*'— What  villians  muft 

thefe  Africans  be,  to  feize  fo  defignedly  fuch  friends  as  the 

,  Britiih  fubjefts,  and  this  merely  with  a  view  to  get  back 

•their  children  !     "  This,**  fays  the  petition  "  theyeffefted, 

"  and  dragged  us  to  their  town,   where  tliey  treated  us  in 

'<^  a  moft  favage  and  barbarous  manner,  ^nd  loaded  us  with 
"  irons,** — Obferve,  Sir^  the  indignant  fpirit  of  thefe  Cap- 
tains; Britifh  freemen  to  be  loaded  with  irons!  White 
men  in  cuftody  of  thefe  barbarous  Negroes  ?  But  what 
was  the  caufe  of  this  abominable  outrage? — "  On  ac- 
**  count,"  fay  they,  *♦  of  the  imprudent  behaviour  of  Cap- 
*•  tain  Robert  Bibby." — But  what  was  the  imprudence? — 
^<  who  carried  off  .thirty  pawns,  who  were  the  kin:;'s  and 

traders^ 
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« traders'  fons,  daaghters,  and  relations.**     Here,  then,  we 

lure  a  piclure  of  the  equitable  fpirit  in  which  this  trade  is 
cirried  on.  Thefe  Princes  and  Chiefs,  who,  by  Captain 
&W>y'$  imprudence,  had  loft  all  their  families  and  children, 
propofe,  however,  to  fatisfy  every  demand,  and  to  give  thefe 
Qptains  their  liberty,  provided  only  they  may  have  their 
chiliiren  back  again.  But,  fay  two  of  the  Captains,  "  We> 
"  finding  that  we  could  not  comply  with  their  extravagant 
"  conditions,  did  endeavour  to  regain  our  liberty,  which 
"  vre  cSeQed.  But  we  verily  believe,  that  our  refpe£live 
"  voyages  are  entirely  ruined,  the  natives  being  determined 
"  to  make  no  farther  trade  with  either  of  us,  nor  pay  the 
"  aSove  debts,  until  their  fons,  daughters,  &c.  are  returned, 
"  and  debarring  us  of  wood,  water,  or  any  country  provi- 
**  fions;  therefore  we  fliall  be  forced  to  leave  the  river  im- 
"  mediately,  and,  on  that  account,  we  think  our  voyages 
'*  ruiiied,  as  before.*' 

h  has  been  urged  by  fome  perfons,  in  proof  of  the  wicked 
brbarity  of  thefe  Kings  and  Chiefs,  that  they  pawn  their 
own  children  ;  from  which  it  is  concluded,  that  they  feel  no 
Icrt  of  affedlion  for  them,  and  therefore  defcrve  all  the  evils 
v?V.]ch  we  inflifl  upon  them. 

The  contrary  is  in  truth  the  cafe  ;  for  the  captains,  know- 
i^g  he  affeflton  they  have  for  their  relations,  are  willing  to 
'Jke  them  as  hoftages  for  very  condderable  debts,  and  are 
lenfibleof  their  ideal  value,  though  the  real  value  is  trifling; 
and  the  fcene  which  I  have  juft  laid  before  you,  very  fairly 
fewsboth  the  general  fpirit  of  our  captains,  and  the  wretched 
liiiiation  to  which  our  commerce  has  reduced  thefe  African 
princes;  and  if.  Sir,  at  the  very  moment  when  Parlianficnl 
*asknown  to  be  enquiring  into  this  trade,  thefe  abufes  are 
thus  boldly  perfifted  in,,  how  can  we  fuppofe  that  any  regu- 
wtions,  or  any  palliatives  can  overcome  thefe  enormities, 
^ndjuftify  our  continuance  of  the  trade?  It  is  true,  the 
African  Committee  hear  little  of  the  matter;  for  we  find, 
thateven  thefe  captains,  who  were  in  prifon,  inftrofted  the 
^w  of  their  petition  not  to  apply  to  (governor  Parry,  ex- 
^<^pt  in  the  laft  neceffity,  but  merely  to  get  back  the  King's 
ions,  meanincr  quietly  to  compromife  matters  with  Captain 
^'J^by;  and  Ifi  it  were  not  for  the  vigilance  of  Governor 
Parry,  the  trufh  would  never  have  come  out.  In  like  man-r 
"^>  we  find,  that  although  very  few  failors,  when  they 
come  to  Liverpool,  go  in^o  an  expenfive  profecution  of  their 
captains,  yet  Governor  Parry  hears  of  complaints  ageinft 
[beoj  every  day;  and  we  find,  that  Juftice  Otlcy,  in  the 
'Hind  of  St.  Vincent,  where  hw  is  cheap,  both  hears  their 
grievances,  and  redreffes  them. 

^'oL.XXVl.  U  There 
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There  is  one  other  argument,  in  my  opinion  a  very  weak 
jmd  abfurJ  one,  which  many  perfons,  however,  have  mucli 
dwelt  upon,    I  mean,  that,  if  we  relinquilli  the  ilavc  tradt, 
France  will  take  it  up.     If  the  flave  trade  be  fuch  as  I  have 
defcribedit,  and  if  the  Hoqfe  is  alio  convinced  of  this — if  it 
be  in  trutli   both  wicked  and   impolitig,  we  cannot  wi(h  a 
greater  mifchief  to  France  than  that  fhe  (hould  adopt  it.  For 
the  fake  of  Foince,  however,  and  for  the  fake  of  humanity^ 
I  truft,  nay,  I  am  fure,  fhe  will  not.     France  i?  too  enlight- 
ened a  nation,  to  begin  pufning  a  fcandalous  as  well  as  ruin- 
ous trafiic,  at  the  very  time  when  England  fees  her  folly, 
and  refolves  to  give  it  up.     It  is  clearly  no  argument  what- 
ever againft   the  wickednefs  of  the  tr?de,  that  France  wiH 
adopt  it :  for  thofe  who  argue  thus,  may  argue  equally,  that 
we  may  rob,  murder,    and  commit  any  crime,  which  any 
one  elie  would  hcve  committed,  if  we  did  not.     The  truth 
is,  that,  by  our  example,  we  fh^ll  produce  the  contrary  ef- 
fedt.     If  we  refufe  the  abolition,  we  fhall  lie,  therefore,  un- 
der the  twofold  guilt  of  knowingly  perfifting  in  this  wicked 
trade  ourfelves,  and,  as  far  as  we  can,  of  inducing  France  to 
do  the  fame.     Let  us,  therefore,  lead  the  way;  let  this  en- 
lightened country  take  precedence  in  this  noble  caufe,  ?nd 
we  fhall  foon  find  that  France  is  not  backward  to  follow, 
nay,  perhaps,  to  accopipany  our  fteps.     If  they   fhould    be 
mad  enough  to  adopt  it,  they  will  have  every  dif^^dvantage 
to  cope  with.     They  muft  buy  the  negroes  much  dearer  than 
we;  the  manufs^flures  they  fell,  nnift  probably  be  our*s;  an 
expensive  floating  faQory,  ruinous  to  the  health  of  failors, 
which  we   have  hitherto  maintained,  muft  be  fet  up;  and, 
after  all,  the  trade  can  ferve  only  as  a  fort  of  Gibraltar,  upon 
which  they  may  fpend  their  ftrength,  while  the  produdive 
branches  of  their  commerce  mufl  in  proportion  be  neglefted 
and  ftarved. 

But  I  have  every  ground  for  believing  that  the  French  will 
not  he  thus  wicked  and  abfurd  ;  Mr.  Necker,  the  enlightened 
minifler  of  that  country,  a  man  who  has  introduced  moral 
and  religious  principles  into  Government,  more  than  has  been 
common  with  many  Minifters,  has  aSually  recorded  his  ab- 
horrence of  the  flave  trade;  he  has,  under  M»  own  hand,  i:i 
liis  publication  on  the  Finances,  pledged  hiipfelf,  as  it  were, 
to  the  abolition,  and  it  is  impoflihie  that  a  man  can  be  fo 
loft  to  all  fenfe  of  decency,  and  common  confiftency  of  cha-^ 
radJer,  as  not  to  forward,  by  every  influence  in  his  power,  a 
caufe  in  which  he  has  fo  public  ly  declared  himfelf.  There 
is  another  anecdote  which  I  mention  here  with  plea  fure, 
which  is,  that  the  King  of  France  very  lately  being  requcftcd 
Xo  4ifrolve  a  fociety  fet  up    in   France,  for  the  abolition  ot 

4  thr 
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\k  flave  tmde,  made  anfwer,  "  That  he  certainly  fhould 
*'  not,  for  that  he  was  very  glad  it  exiftcd.** 

IbeJieve,  Sir,  I  have  now  touched  upon  all  the  ohjeilioni 
cfany  confequence,  which  are  made  to  the  aholition  of  this 
trade  When  we  confider  the  vaftnefs  of  the  Continent  of 
*^fnca;  when  we  refledk  how  all  other  countries  have  for 
Fcioe  centuries  paft  been  advancing  in  happinefs  and  civili- 
zation ;  when  we  thiiik  how  in  this  fame  period  all  improve- 
ment in  Africa  has  been  defeated  \>y  her  intercoiirfe  with 
Britain ;  when  we  reflect  how  it  is  we  ourfelves  that  have 
oegraded  them  to  that  Wretched  hrutiflinefs  and  barbarity 
which  we  now  plead  as  the  juftification  of  our  guilt;  how 
thdlave  trade  has  enflaved  their  minds,  blackened  their  cha- 
ncer, and  funk  them  fo  low  in  the  fcale  of  animal  bJngs^ 
that  feme  think  the  very  apes  are  of  a  higlier  clafs,  and 
fancy  the  Ourang  Outang  hds  given  them  the  go-by.  What 
a  monification  muft  we  feel  at  having  fo  long  negleded  to 
think  of  our  guilt,  or  to  attempt  any  reparation.  It  feems, 
indeed,  as  if  we  had  determined  to  forbear  from  all  interfe- 
rence until  the  meafure  of  our  folly  and  wickednefs  was  fo 
fjll and  complete;  until  the  impolicy  which  eventually  be- 
longs to  vice,  ivas  become  fo  plain  and  glarihg,  that  not  an 
individual  in  the  country  fliould  refufe  to  join  in  the  aboli- 
tion :  it  fecms  as  if  we  had  waited  until  the  perfons  mod  in- 
tfrefted  fliould  bt  tired  out  with  the  folly  and  nefai'ioufnefs 
cfthe  trade,  and  fhould  unite  in  petitioning  againfl  it; 

Let  us  then  make  fuch  amends  as  we  can  for  thie  iriifchiefs 
'•e  have  done  to  that  unhappy  cphtinent  :  let  us  rfecolleft 
^Hat  Europe  irfelf  was  ho  longer  ago  than  three  or  four  cen- 
turies. What  if  I  Ihould  be  able  to  (hew  this  Houfe  that  in 
a  civiliied  part  of  Europe,  in  the  time  of  our  Henry  VII. 
time  were  people  who  adlually  fold  their  oWn  children  t 
^Hat,  if  1  fhould  tell  them,  that  England  itfelf  was  that 
country  r  what,  if  1  fliould  point  out  to  them  that  the  very- 
place  where  this  inhuman  traffic  was  carried  on.  Was  the  city 
cf  Briflol  ?  Ireland  at  that  time  ufed  to  drive  a  confiderable 
tride  in  flaves  with  thefe  neighbouring  barbarians;  but  a 
grfat  plague  having  infefted  the  country,  the  Irifli  were 
iirack  with  a  panic,  fufpe<£led  (I  am  fure  very  properly )  that 
the  plague  was  a  punirtiment  fent  from  Heaven,  for  the  fm 
of  the  (lave  trade,  and  therefore  aholiflied  it.  All  I  afk, 
therefore,  of  the  people  of  Rriflol,  is,  that  they  would  be- 
come as  civilized  now,  as  Irifhmen  were  four  hundred  ytars 
•»go.  Let  us  put  ah  end  at  orice  to  this  inhuman  traffic — let 
^5S  flop  this  efFufion  of  huiran  blood.  The  true  way  to  vir- 
^^'c  is  hy  withdrawing  from  temptation;  let  us  then  with- 
draw from  thefe  wretched  Africans  thofe  temptations  to 
fiiud,  violence,  cruelty,  and  injuftice,  which  the  flave  trade 

U  2  furnifties. 
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furniflics.  Wherever  the  fun  Ihines,  let  us  go  round  the 
world  with  him,  difFufmg  our  heneficeiice ;  but  let  us  not 
trafBc,  only  that  we  may  fet  Kings  againft  their  fubjefts, 
fubjefts  againft, their  Kings,  fowing  difcord  in  every  village, 
fear  and  terror  in  every  family,  fetung  millions  of  our  fellow 
creatures  a. hunting  each  ether  for  flaves,  creating  fiirs  anci 
markets  for  human  flefh,  through  one  whole  continent  of  the 
world,  and  under  the  name  of  policy,  concealing  from  our- 
fclves  all  the  bafenefs  and  iniquity  of  fuch  a  traffic. 

Why  may  we  not  hope,  ere  long,  to  fee  Hans  towns  eflab- 
lilhed  on  the  coaft  of  Africa,  as  they  were  on  the  Baltic  Mt  is 
faid  the  Africans  are  idle,  but  they  are  not  too  idle  at  leaft  to 
catch  one  another :  fevcn  hundred  to  one  thoufand  tons  of 
"rice  are  annually  bought  of  them  ;  by  the  fame  rule,  why 
Ihould  we  not  buy  more  ?  •  At  Gambia  one  thoufand  of 
them  are  feen  continually  at  vvork  :  Why  fhould  not  fome 
more  thoufands  be  fet  to  work  in  the  fame  manner  ?  It  is  the 
flave  trade  that  caufes  their  idlenef'^,  and  every  other  mi f- 
chief.  We  are  told  by  one  witnefs,  *^  They  fell  one  another 
"^as  they  can  ;''  and  while  they  can  get  brandy  by  catching' 
one  another,  no  wonder  they  are  too  idle  for  any  regular 
work. 

I  have  one  word  more  to  add  upon  a  mod  material  point  ; 
but  it  is  a  point,  fo  felf-evident,  that  1  Ihall  be  extremely 
fhort. 

It  will  appear,  from  every  thing  which  I  have  faid,  tliat  it 
is  not  regulation,  it  is  not  mere  palliatives,  that  can  cure  this 
enormous  evil :  total  abolition  is   the  only  poflTible  cure  for 
it.     The  Jamaica  Report,  indeed,  admits  much  of  the  evil, 
hut  recommends  it  to  us  fo  to  regulate  the  trade,  that  no 
perfons  fhould  be  kidnapped  or  made  flaves  contrary  to  the 
cuflom  of  Africa.     But  mav  they  not  be  made   flaves   un- 
juftly,  and    yet  by   no  means  contrary  to  the   cuftom   of 
Africa?    I  have  fhewn  they  may;  for  all  the   cuftoms  of 
Africa  are  rendered  favage  and  unjnft  through  the  influence 
of  this  trade;  bcfides,  how  can  we  difcriminatc  between  the 
flaves  juftiy  and  unjuftly  made  ?  Can  we  know  them  by  phy- 
fiognomy  ?  or,  if  we  could,  does  any  man  believe  that  the 
Briti/h  captains  can,  by  any  regulation  in  this  country,  be 
prevailed  upon  to  refufe  all  fuch  flaves  as  have  not  been  fairly, 
honeftly,  and  uprightly  enflaved  ?    Eut  granting   even  that 
they  ftiould  do  this,  yet  how  would  the  rejei^ed  flaves  be  re- 
compenfed'?  They  are  brought,  as  we  are  told,  from  three 
or  four  thoufand  miles  off,  and   exchanged   like  cattle  from 
one  hand  to  another^uniil  they  reach  the  coafl.    We  fee  then 
that  it  is  the  exiflence  of  the  flave  trade  that  is  the  fpring 
of  all  this  internal  traffic,  and  that  the  remedy  cannot  be  ap- 
plied without  abolition,     /^gain,    as  to  the  middle  pnflage, 
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**  individnals  on  each  other;  or   laiily,  by  Europeans  en* 
*^pged  in  this  traffic* 

ilL  ^  That  the  tiade  carried  on  by  European  nations  ort 
*^  the  coaft  of  Africa,  for  the  purchafe  of  flaves,  has  necef- 
"  fariiy  a  tendency  tooccafion  frequent  and  cruel  wars  among 
**'  the  natives,  to  produce  unjuft  convi6\ions  and  pnniftiments 
"  for  pretended  or  aggravated  crimes,  to  encourage  n&s  of 
''  opprelBon,  violence,  and  fraud,  and  to  obl^rudl  ihe  natural 
"  coarfe  of  civilization  and  improvements  in  ihofe  countries, 

IV.  «*  That  the  continent  of  Africa,  in  its  prefeiit  ftate, 
"  fcrnifhes  feveral  valuable  articles  of  commerce  highly  im- 
"  portant  to  the  trade  and  manufactures  of  this  kingdom, 
"  and  which  are  in  a  great  meafure  peculiar  to  that  quarter 
"of  the  globe;  and  that  the  foil  and  climate  huve  been 
*•  found,  by  experience,  well  adapted  to  the  producfVion  of 
"  other  articles,  with  which  we  are  now  either  wholly,  or 
"  ia  great  part,  fuppled  by  foreign  nations. 

"  That  an  cxtenfive  commerce  with  Africa  in  thefe  com- 
*'  inodities,  might  probably  be  fubftituted  in  the  place  of 
"  that  which  is  now  carried  on  in  flaves,  fo  as  at  leart  to  af- 
**  ford  a  return  for  the  fame  quantity  of  goods  as  has  annu- 
"  ally  been  carried  thither  in  Britifli  veflels. 

"  And  laftly.  That  fuch  a  commerce  might  reafonably 
"bcexpeftcdto  increafe  in  proportion  to  the  progrefs  of 
"  civilization  and  improvement  on  that'  continent.'' 

V.  "That  the  flave  trade  has  been  found,  by  experience, 
*•  to  be  peculiarly  injurious  and  deftruflive  to  the  Britiih 
"  feamen  who  have  been  employed  therein ;  and  that  the 
"  mortality  among  them  has  bt-en  much  greater  than  in  His 
*^  Majefty's  fhips  ftationed  on  the  coaft  of  Africa,  or  than 
"  has  been  nfual  in  Britifti  vcQels  employed  in  any  other 
**  t-ade." 

VI.  "That  the  modeof  tranfporting  the  flaves  from  Africa 
"  to  the  Weft  Indies  neceffarily  expofes  them  to  many  and 
"  grievous  fufFerings,  for  which  no  regulation  can  provide 
"  an  adequate  remedy  ;  and  that,  m  confequence  thereof,  a 
**  Urge  proportion  of  them  has  annually  perilhed  during  the 
"  voyage." 

VII.  «  That  a  large  proportion  of  the  flaves  fc  tranfport- 

*'  ed,  has  alfo  periflied  in  the  harbours  in  the  Weft  Indies, 

**  previous  to  their  being  fold.     That  this  lofs  is  ftated  by 

'*  the  aflembly  of  the  ifland  of  Jamaica  at  about  four  and 

"  a  half  per  cent,  of  the  number  imported  ;  and  is,  by  medi- 

"  cal  perfons  of  experience  in  that  ifland,  afcribed,  in  great 

"  tneafure,  to  difeafes  contrafled  during  the  voyage,  and  to 

"  the  tnodecf  treatment  on  board  the  ftiips,  by  which  thofe 

"  difeafes  have  been  fupprefled  for  a  time,  in  order  to  render 

^^  the  flaves  fit  for  immediate  fal^.'* 
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VIII.  ^*  That  the  lofs  of  newly  imported  negnoef,  withit^ 
"  the  firft  thi*ec  years  after  their  importation,  bears  a  large! 
"  proportion  to  the  whole  number  imported.'* 

IX.  "  That  the  natural  increaie  of  population  among! 
^*  %he  flaves  in  the  illands,  appear  to  have  been  impeded  prin^i 
"  cipally  by  the  following  caufes: 

*<  id.  Ihe  inequality  of  the  number  of  the  fexes  in  the 
*^  importations  from  Africa. 

*^  2d.  Tlie  general  diilblutenefs  of  manners  among  the 
"  flaves,  and  the  want  of  proper  regulation <:  for  iTie  encou* 
*'  ragemtnt  of  marriages,  and  of  rearing  children. 

"  3d.  Particular  difeafes  which  are  prevalent  among  them, 
'*  and  which  are  \n  ibme  inftances  attributed  to  too  fevere 
*^  labour  or  rigorous  treatment,  and  in  others  to  infufficient 
**  or  improper  food. 

"  4th.  Thofe  difeafes  which  affeS  a  large  proportion  of 
•*  negro  children  in  their  infancy,  and  thofe  to  which  the 
**  negroes  newly  imported  from  Africa  have  been  found  to 
•*  be  particularly  liable.'* 

X.  •*  That  the  whole  number  of  flaves  in  the 

**  ifland  of  Jamaica,  in  1768,  was  :tbout         -  167,^00 

"  That  the  number  in  1774»  was  ilated  by  Go- 
"  vernor  Keith  about         -  -  -      1 93»ooo 

"  And,  that  the  number  in  December  1787,  as 
"  ftated  by  Lieut.  <30vernor  Clarke,    was  about    256,000 

•'  That,  by  comparing  thefe  numbers  with  the  numhers 
"  imported  into  and  retained  in  the  ifland,  in  the  federal 
•^  years  from  1768  to  17^4  inclufive,  as  appearing  from  the 
•*  accounts  delivered  to  the  Committee  of  Trade  by  Mr. 
**  Fuller;  and  in  the  feveral  years  from  1775  iiiclufive,  to 
**  1787  alfo  inclulive,  as  appearing'by  the  accounts  delivered 
•*  in  by  the  Infpedlor  General ;  and  allowing  for  a  IoIIb  of 
•*  about  one  twenty-fecond  part  by  deaths  on  Ihip  board  af- 
**  ter  entry,  as  fiated  in  the  Report  of  the  Afl!enibly  of  the 
''  faid  ifland  of  Jamaica,  it  appears, 

"  That  the  annual  excefs  of  de«iths  above  btrths  iii  the 
"  ifland  in  the  whole  period  of  nineteen  years,  has  been 
"  in  the  proportion  of  about  frven  eighths  percent ,  com- 
*'  puting  on  the  medium  number  of  flaves  in  the  ifland  dur- 
"  ing  that  period. 

**  That  in  the  firft^  fix  years  of  the  faid  nineteen,  the  ex- 
"  cefs  of  deaths  was  in  the  proportion  of  rather  more  than 
"  one  on  every  hundred  on  the  medium  number. 

"  That  in  the  laft  thirteen  years  of  the  faid  nineteen,  the  ex- 
«  eels  of  deaths  was  in  the  proportion  of  about  three-fifths 
'*  on  every  hundred  on  the  medium  number ;  and  that  a 
"  number  of  flaves,  amounting  to  15,000,  is  ftated  by  tlie 
♦*  Report  of  the  ifland  of  Jamaica  to  have  periflied,  durinj; 
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^  tbe  latter  period^  in  xonfeqoaice  of  repeated 
^  uid  of  the  want  of  foreign  fupplies  of  provifions/ 

XL  •  ^  ThM  the  whole  numbei  of  flayes  in  tbe 
'^  iiland  of'  Barh^does  was,  in  the  year  1 764*  ac- 
'^  cordfog  to  tbe  account  eiven  in   to  the  Com* 
'^  mittee  of  Trade  by  Mr.  Braithwaite  •  70,906 

■^  That  in  i774>  the  number  waS|  by  the  fame 
"  aocoQHt         -  -  -    .  f  74*874 

"  In    780,  bv  ditto  -  -  -      68^279 

^  In  f  781,  ztxet  the  hurricane,  sKcording  to  the 
^  iame  accounc  -  •  •  63»148 

^  In  1780,  by  ditto  •  -  •        02»ii5 

^  1  hat  by  comparing  thefe  nnmbers  with  the  number 
^  impprted  into  this  ifland»  according  to  tbe  fame  account^ 
'^  (not  allowing  for  any  ne-exporution)  the  annual  excefs  of 
"  deaths  above  birth$,  in  the  ten  years  from  1764  to  '774^ 
**  wz$  in  the  proportion  of  about  five  on  every  hundred^ 
^  computing  on  the  medium  number  of  flaves  in  the  iilaiu} 
^  during  that  period. 

*^  That  in  the  feven  years  froni  1774  to  17801  both  in- 
^  cinfive,  the  excefs  pf  deaths  was  in  the  proportion  of  about 
''  one  and  one-third  on  every  btipdted,  on  the  medium  nuip- 
«  ber.  • 

^  That  between  the  year  1780  and  Z781,  there  appears  to 
''  have  been.a  decrease  in  the  number  of  flaves  of  about  five 
**  tlioufand* 

**  That  in  the  fix  years  from  1 781  to  1 7861  both  inclufive, 
**  the  excefs  of  deaths  was  in  the  proportion  of  rather  lefi^ 
*^  than  feyen-eighths  in  every  hundred,  on  the  medium  num- 
"  ber. 

'<  Af|d  that  in  tbe  four  years  from  1783  to  1786,  botl) 
"  incluiive,  the  excefs  pf  deaths  was  in  the  proportion  of 
^  rather  Icfs  than  one- third  in  every  hundred  on  the  medium 
*<  number. 

'^  And  that  during  the  whole  period  there  is  no  doubt  that 
^  fome  were  exported  from  the  iJEIand,  but  confiderably  more 
^  in  the  firft  part  of  this  period  than  in  the  laft." 

XII.  ^<  That  the  accounts  from  the  Leeward  Iflands  and 
*^  from  Dominica,  Grenada,  and  St.  Vincent*s,  donotfur*^ 
^  nifhftiftcient|^roundsfor  comparing  the  ftate  of  popu- 
^  lation  in  the  -faid  iflands  at  different  periods,  with  the 
^^  number  of  flaves  which  have  been,  from  time  to  time, 
'^  imported  into  the  faid  ifland$,  and  exported  therefrom. 
*^  But  that  from  the  evidence  which  has  been  received  refpeA- 
**  ing  the  prefent  ilate  of  thefe  iflands,  as  well  as  of  Jamaica 
**  and  Barbadoes,  and  itoro  a  confideration  of  the  means  of 
^  obviating  the  caofes  which  have  hitherto  operated  to  im<* 
^<  pede  the  natural  increafi^  of  the  flavei^  and  of  kilening 
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^*  the  demand  of  manaal  labou^^  withoot  diminiOiing  the 
^'  profit  of  the  planter,  it  appears  that  no  confiderable  oi 
^*  permanent  inconvenience  would  refiilt  from  difcontinuing 
^*  the  fartr.er  importation  of  African  flaves. 
Lord  Lord  P/^/r^^»t>bferved  that  although  confclous  that  it  was 

Ptnrhyn.  not  in  his  power  to  claim  the  attention  of  the  Houfe,  like  the 
honourable  gentlemen  who  had  fpoken  lait,  by  eloquent  ap- 
peals,  and  by  impaflioned  flrains  of  oratory,  4ie  coutd  not 
avoid  intruding  himfelf  upon  their  notice,  whilA  he  took  the 
liberty  to  obferve  that  the  honourable  gentleman  had  mifre- 
prefcnied  fo  many  articles  with  regard  to  the  Weft  Indies,  in 
refpeCl  to  its  population  and  other  points,  that  no  reliance 
whatever  could  be  placed  on  the  pi£liire  he  had  chofen  to  ex- 
hibit. In  two  or  three  inftances,  where  he  had  mentioned 
ft/Ir.  Long,  he  had  mifquoted  him,  and  over-looked  many 
things  eiTential  to  a  fair  ftate  of  the  cafe.  Lord  Penrhyn  ad- 
ded that  he  did  not  mean  to  take  up  the  time  of  the  Houfe  on 
the  prefent  occafion,  but  when  they  fliould  be  called  upon  to 
vote  the  propofitions,  which  they  had  juft  heard  read,  he 
fhould  take  the  liberty  of  offering  his  obfervations  upon 
them,  and  upon  the  whole  of  the  argument  of  the  hcnourabie 
gentleman :  that  a  regulation  might  he  requifite,  he  was  pre- 
pared fully  to  admit,  but  furely  neither  prudence  nor  retSli- 
tude  couiJ Juftify  the  accomplifhment  of  a  total  abolition. 
Mr.  Mr.  Gajcojm  remarked  that  he  was  glad  to  hear  the  honour- 

Gafcoyne*  able  gentleman  obferve,  when  he  alluded  to  the  treatment 
which  the  Africans  experienced  in  the  middle  pafl*age  to  the 
Weft  Indies^  and  to  the  mortality  of  the  feamen,  that  the 
whole  of  the  proportions  was  grounded  upon  evidence  to  be 
found  in  the  Report  of  the  Privy  Council.  He  had  read  that 
Report  as  carefully  as  poflible,  during  the  ftiort  time  which 
had  been  allowed  to  gentlemen  to  make  themfelves  mafters 
of  it^  and  there  was  fcarcely  an  aflertion  which  the  honour- 
able gentlenian  had  hazarded,  that  was  not  contradi<Sed  by 
"  refpeSable  authority  referred  to  In  the  Report.  The  honour- 
able gentleman  had  difplayed  great  ingenuity  as  well  as  elo 
quence;  and  therefore,  as  there  w^re  other  important  wit- 
nefles  beCdes  thofe  on  whom  the  honourable  gentleman  bad 
refted  his  fads,  he  had  often  been  obliged  to  quote  them, 
but  nev^r  fntd  much  upon  tliem.  The  honourable  gentleman 
(he  obferved)- had  alluded  to  fomething  which  he  faid  lail 
year,  and  that  was,  that  with  any  thing  under  two  Africans 
to  a  ton,  the  trade  could  not  go  <m»  The  fa£l  was  fo,  and 
if  the  honourable  gentleman  thought  the  hill  of  the  laft  year 
had  produced  no  inconvenience  he  was  miftaken.  If  he  were 
to  fee  the  number  of  failors  but  of  employ  at  Liverpool,  and 
the  quantity  of  -fhips  laid  up,  he  would  not  think  that  the 
iielegates  had  contradifted  what  their  w  tnefles  had  afierteJ 
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at  the  bar  of  the  Houfe.  He  was  glad  to  find  that  the- ho- 
nourable gentleman  meant  n  fair  unqualified  abolition  of  the 
Slave  Trade.  He  only  wifhed  that  the  honouiable  gentle- 
nun  had,  at  once,  come  to  the  vote  which  he  mentioned* 
He  had  voted  on  the  quclHon  of  right  with  the  right  honour- 
able gentleman  during  the  Regency  difcullion,  <ind  this  was 
a  queftion  which,  like  that,  ought  to  be  decided.  He  was 
peiiuaded  that  the  Slave  Trade  might  be  made  a  much  greater 
ibnrce  of  revenue  and  riches  to  this  country,  than  as  it  flood 
atprrfent. 

NIr.  Wilberforce  anfwered  that  the  report  upon  the  table  Mr.  Wil- 
would  at  onceconvid  him  if,  alluding  to  circumftances,  h?  ber&rce. 
had  proved  guilty  of  the  lead  mifiatement.  Sure  he  was 
that  he  did  not  mean  to  roirreprefent  any  fad ;  and  he  be- 
tered  that  when  the  honourable  gentleman  came  minutely  to 
compare  Itis  ftatement  with  the  evidence  afforded  by  the  Re-« 
port,  he  would  find  that  he  had  been  miftafcen.  If  the^ho* 
nourable  gentleman  conceived  that  he  meant  to  aflfert  that 
the  declaration,  that  lefs  than  two  African  (laves  to  a  ton 
would  be  a  ioftng  adventure,  was  a  charge  Which  pradlice 
had  contradi£led,  he  muft  beg  leave  to  remind  him  that  fo 
far  from  it,  he  had  argued  it  the  other  way^  it  being  his  deci- 
ded opinion,  that  it  was  a  lofing  trade  and  a  lottery,  which 
nothing  hut  the  fpirit  of  fpeculation  and  adventure  kepi 
going.  Defirousas  he  was  to  have  the  matter  fairly  and  ful- 
ly difcufled,  he  ihould  be?  leave  to  mention  the  enfuing 
Monday  as  a  proper  day  for  the  difcuflion  of  the  feveral  mor 
tions  offered  to  the  Committee*  \ 

Mr.  Burk4  declared,  ttiat  in  his  opinion  not  merely  th«  Mr.Burkp 
Britifh  nation,  but  all  Europe  were  under  very  great  and  fe- 
rious  obligations  to  the  honourable  gentleman,  for  having 
brought  the  fubjed  forward  in  a  manner  the  moft  maflerlyt 
imprellive,  and  eloquent.  Principles  fo  admirably  laid-down, 
vith  fo  much  order  and  force,  were  equal  toany  thing  he  had 
^Tcr  heard  of  in  modern  oratory ;  and  perhaps  it  was  not  ex* 
celled  by  any  thing  to  be  met  with  in  Demoffhenes.  A 
trade  begun  with  favage  war,  profecuted  with  unheard-of 
(Cruelty,  continued  during  the  mid  paflage  with  the  moft 
loathfome  imprifoument,  and  ending  in  perpetual  exile  and 
tinrcroitting  flavery.  was  a  trade  fo  horrid  in  all  its  circum- 
itances,  that  it  was  impoflihle  that  a  fingle  argument  could 
^^  heard  in  its  favour.  On  the  fcore  of  prudence  nothing 
could  be  faid  in  d^cnce  of  it,  nor  could  it  be  juftified  by  ne- 
cefGty,  and  no  cafe  of  inhumanity  could  be  juftified,  but 
upon  neceiTity ;  hut  no  fuch  neceffity  could  he  rendered  ftrong 
enough  to  bear  out  fuch  a  traffic.  It  was  the  duty  of  that 
Houfe,  therefore,  to  put  aiii  end  to  it :  if  it  were  laid,  that 
ti?  iot^ereft  of  individu;ils  required  that  it  Ihould  continue^ 
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tiiat  atgtiriient  ought  not  to  be  Viftened  to.  Suppofing  that  4 
rich  man  had  a  capital  to  aconfiderable  amount  lying  by  him^ 
'  and  every  one  (he  obferved)  v^ho  had  a  large  capital  was  a 
rich  man*  All  capitals  required  aftive  motion  ;  it  was  in 
their  nature  not  to  remain  paffive  and  unemployed ;  but  if  a 
large  capital  were  employed  in  a  traffic^  difgraceful  to  the 
nation,  and  fhocking  to  humanity,  it  was  the  duty  of  that 
Houfe  to  change  its  application,  and  inAead  of  fufRring  it  to 
be  ill-eiDployed,  to  dire£t  it  to  be  employed  in  fome  trade, 
at  once  advantageous  in  its  end,  refpedabl6  in  its  nature, 
and  ufeful  to  mankind.  Nor  was  it  any  argument  to  fay  the 
capital  was  already  engaged  in  the  ilave  trade;  for,  from 
its  adlive  principle  when  taken  out  of  that  trnde^  it  would 
foon  find  employment  in  another  channel.  This  had  be«n 
the  cafe  with  the  merchants  and  (hip  owners  of  Liyerpaol, 
during  the  American  war,  the  African  trade  w;(s  then  almoil 
wholly  loft,  and  yet  the  fliip  owners  of  L/tverpoo)  had  their 
Ihips  employed  either  as  tranfpofts  in  the  fervice  of  Govern- 
ment or  in  other  ways.  He  could  have  wifhed,  with  tlie 
Member  for  Liverpool,  that  the  bufmefs  might  have  come  to 
aconclufion  at  once,  without  voting  the  propofitions  which 
\\zd  been  read  to  them.  He  was  not  over  fond  of  abilrafl 
propofitions.  They  were  feldom  neqefTaryj  and  often  cauffil 
^reat  difficulty  and  embarraftment.  There  was,  beiides,  nq 
pccafion  whatever  to  affign  detailed  reafons  for  a  vote,  which 
iipon  the  face  of  it  fufficiently  juftified  the  Houfe  in  coming 
to  it.  If  the  propofitions  fliould  happen  to  he  made^  ana 
not  becarrie(]  in  th:)t  Houfe  or  the  other,  fuch  a  compl  cation 
of  n)ifchtefs  might  follow  as  would  caufe  them  heartily  to  la- 
ment that  they  ever  were  voted.  If  the  ultiryate  refolutiort 
/faould  happen  to  be  ]Qft>  he  wa$  afraid  the  pfopolitions  would 
pafs  as  wafte  paper.  He  reminded  the  Committee  that  it 
was  neceflary  to  look  farther  than  the  prefent  moment,  and 
ioafk  tliemfelves  if  they  had  fortified  their  minds  fufficiently 
to  hear  the  confequences  of  tl\e  ftep  they  were  that  night  about 
to  take.  When  they  abandoned  the  flave  trade,  the  Spa- 
niards, and  fome  other  l^oretgn  power,  might  poflibly  take 
it  up,  and  clandeftlnely  fupply  our  Weft  India  iflands  with 
ilaves.  Had  they  virtue  enough  to  bear  the  idea  of  another 
country  reaping  profits  which  they  had  laid  down,  toabftain 
from  that  envy  natural  to  competitors  in  trade,  fte^idily  to 
purfue  their  purpofe,  and  firmly  to  adhere  to  their  determi- 
nation? If  io,  let  them-  thanktutly  proceed  to  vote  the  im- 
inediate  abolition  of  the  trade.  But,  if  tliey  fliould  repent 
^f  their  virtue,  (and  he  had  experienced  mifcrable  initanccs 
^f  fuch  repentance)  all  hopes  of  future  refbrmattoD  would 
he  loft;  they  would  go  back  to  a  trade  which  they  had  aban- 

fiqned,  with  roloubied  attachment,  and  would  ndhere  tp  it 
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with  a  degroe  of  avidity  and  ihamelefs  ardour^  to  their  own. 
huoiiliation,  and  to  the  degradation  and  difgraceof  the  nation 
ill  the  cjret  of  all  Europe.  ^  Thofe  were  confiderations  well 
wofth  adverting  to,  before  tliey  took  adeciGve  ftep  in  a  bud- 
oefs  in  which  they  ought  not  to  move  with  any  other  deter- 
mination than  to  abide  the  confequence  at  all  hazards.  If 
they  had  virtue  enough  to  a£k  in  ,that  manner^  they  would 
dothemfelves  imcDortat  honour,  and  would  fee  the  abolition 
of  the  mod  (hameful  trade  that  ever  the  hardened  heart  of* 
man  could  bear.  Viewing  the  trade  and  all  the  circumftaiicea 
of  it  with  the  horror  which  the  full  view  of  it  (as  difplayed  ,  .  *  • 
by  the  honourable  gentleman)  could  not  fail  to  excite  in  the 
breail  of  every  man  not  dead  to  fenfibility,  he  blamed  not 
the  honourable  gentleman  for  knocking  at  every  door,  and 
appealing  to  every  paiiion^  well  knowingt  as  the  honourable 
gentleman  had  forcibly  and  corredtly  faid,  that  mankind 
were  governed  by  their  fympathies.  There  were  oth-r  paf-* 
fions,  however,  to  be  regarded ;  men  were  always  ready  tQ 
obey  their  fyciipathies  when  it  cofl  them,  nothing.  Wher($ 
they  prepared  to  pay  the  price,  of  their  virtue  ?  The  honour- 
able gentleman  had  iaid,  the  Weft^lndia  planters  would  have 
3  coropenfation  adequate  to  the  lofs  inqurred  by  the  abolitioii 
of  the  flave  trade.  He  believed  th^y  would;  but  how 
they  would  have  inftant  compcnfation  for  what  they  would 
kfe  he  could  not  conceivo.  With  their  lofs  their  virtuq 
itould  be  greater.  Mr.  Bprke  next  alloded  to  the  teilimony 
of  Admiral  Barringtoh^  who  had  laid  that  he  envied  the  con-f 
dition  of  the  negroes  in  the  Weft-India  iflands.  The  honour* 
ahle  Admiral  (he  ikpuld  rather  fuppofe)  meant)  th^t,  as  he 
had  fo^^ht  fo  ofteit  bravely  for  his  country,  he  was  determi^ 
ned  to  fight  again  rather  than  fufier  his  countrymen  to  b^ 
made  (laves.  If,  however,  he  was  to  be  taken  literally,  his 
fenfation  could  only  be  accounted  for  by  his  having  feen  the 
negroes  in  the  hqur  of  their  fports,  when  a  fenfe  of  the  mife- 
ryof  thpir  condition  was  neither  felt  by  tJiemfelves  nor  vifi- 
hle  to  others.  But,  furelyi  it  was  impoffib^e  to  make  a  hap^ 
py  flave»  except  out  of  a  degraded  man.  In  proportion  ait 
tlie  mind  grows  callous  to  its  degradation,  and  all  fenfe  of 
manly  pride  is  loft,  the  flave  feels  comfort.  In  fa£l,  he  is 
no  longer  a  man*  If  he  yver^  to  define  a  man,  he  would  faf 
with  Shakefpeare, 

Man  it  a  being,  holding  large  difcourfe^ 
Looking  before  and  aften 

A  flave  was  incapable  of  either  looking  before  or  after.  Mn 
Burke  took  notice  of  the  reference  which  Mr.  Wilberforce 
had  made  to  the  evidence  delivered  at  the  bar  with  fo  mucl\ 
ability  by  the  late  Mr.  Glover^  (author  of  Leonidas)  a  gert- 
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tTeman  who  (he  remafkc-f)  had  fortified  the  le^irned  world 
with  works,  which  would  prel'erve  his  reputation  to  future 
ages.     That  gentleman  had  told  them,  at   their  bar,  the 
probable  mifchiefs  which  the  American  war  would  draw  on 
their  trade,  and  bec-iufe,  by  a  happy  coincidence  of  circum- 
Aances,  that  mifchief  had  notenl'uedto  its  full  predicated  ex- 
tent  (a  circumllance  which  had  very  happily  difappointed 
his  exp^cftation)  was  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Glovt-r  to  be  defpi- 
fed  and  ridiculed,  and  was  fuch  a  man  to  be  treated  as  a 
falfe  prophet  ? 
Mr»  Pitt.      ^ir.  p,it  ohfervcd  that  he  conid  not  hear  tl»e  fcntiment^  of 
his  honourable  friend  (Mr.  VVilherforce)   without  generally 
giving  them  his  warmell  approbation,  and  when  he  differed 
;it  ail,  it  was  only  as  to  the  opinion  which  the  1  ight  honourable 
gentleman  hnd  flated  with  refpeft  to  the  mode  of  proceeding 
and  the  propriety  of  comings  to  tlie  feveral  diftindt  propofj- 
tions,  which  were  the  grounds  of  the  ultimate  vote  for  an  un- 
C|nnlified  abolition  of  the  flave  trade.     He  returned  his   iio- 
nourable  friend,  tlierefore,  hisfmcere  thanks  for  the  manner 
in  which  he  had  brought  the  fuhjefl  before  the  Houfe,  not 
merely  \t\  regard  to  the  mafterly,  forcible,  and  perfpicuous 
method  of  argument  which  he  had  purfued  re?f|>eciing  it,  but, 
particularly,  fnr  having  cliofen  the  only  way  in  which   it 
could  be  mads  obvious  to  the  world,  that  they  were  warrant- 
ed in  every  ground  of  f;i6i,  and  of  reafon  in  coming  to  that 
vote,  which  (he  trufted)  would  be  the  end  of  their  proceed- 
ing.    He  was  fatisfied  that  no  .'irgument  reconcileable  to  any 
idea  of  juftice,  could  lie  given  for  continuing  or  carrying  on 
the  trade  in  queftion ;  and  he  was  perfeilly  clear  that  his  fen- 
timrnts,  at  leaft  the  principles  on  which  they  were  founded 
in  his  own  jnind,  were  totally  unalterable;  yet  he  was  ready 
To  hear  with  the  utmoft  candour  and  impartiality  all  the  ar- 
l^uments  that  could  beciFered  by  thofe,  who,  either  from  con- 
viction,  or  from   any  othe*-  motive,  entertained  different 
.  ideas ;  being,  from  all  the  attention  he  had  been  chle  to  pay 
the  fubje6>,  (and  he  was  far  from  the  affeSation  of  treating 
ir  lightly,  or  meaning  to  have  it  und??rftood,  that  he  had  not 
minutely  invelVrgated  it)  firmly  perfuaded,  that  nothing  but 
theobfcurity  of  general  notion?,  unfnthomed  and  unexamined, 
tould  have,  hitherto,  prevented  all  mankind,  (thofe  imme* 
diately  interefted  in  the  queftion  alone  excepted)  from  agree- 
ing in  one  and  the  lame  opinion  on  the  fubje<5.     '1  he  real 
grounds  of  the  proceeding,  which  he  trufted  and  doubted  not 
hut  that    Houfe  would  adopt,  were  flared  dlflindVIy  in,  the 
propofitions,  which,    wht;n  put   point  to  p'/mt,  would  be 
found  to  be  fnch  as   no  perfons  could  venture  to  negative  if 
they  were  not  equally  deaf  to  the  language  of  reafon  and  of 
Undeniablp  fadt.-  Let  thofe  propofitions  onqe  be  p'ut  upon  the 
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journals  of  that  Houfe,  and  it  was  ;^lmoft  impoflible  for 
tkm  to  fail.  Perfuaded  as  he  was  of  the  policy,  as  well  as 
kmanity,  of  the  iseafure,  could  be  have  ever  eiitertaiiieil 
2nj  donbt  of  its  fucc^fs,  (and  that^  he  thought,  when  the 
grounds  of  it  were  clearly  afcertainifd  and  well  underftood^ 
was  not  by  any  means  to  l)e  expefiod)  ftill  this  would  not 
hare  deterred  him  from  periifting  in  his  purpofe.  As  to  thm 
mode  ultimately  by  which  the  abolition  of  the  fiave  tradt 
wutobe  carried  into  efFeiS^,  they  were  not  at  prefent  to  difi- 
cofs  it,  but  he  truAed  that  it  would  not  be  found  the  meant 
of  inviting  Foreign  powers  to  fupply  our  iflands  witti  flavet 
by  g  cLindeftine  trade,  becaufe,  aftrr  a  debt  founded  on  the  im- 
putable principles  of  judice  was  difcovered  to  be  due,  it  was 
impofBble  but  that  the  country  had  means  to  have  it  paid  ; 
mi  when  once  they  had  come  to  a  refulution  to  aboliCh  tbft 
ilave  trade^  they  were  nor  to  be  prevented  by  any  fears  of 
oiher  nations  being  tempted  by  the  profit  refulting  from  a 
commerce,  (which  upon  grounds  of  humanity  and  national 
bnour  they  hacl  abandoned)  to  carry  it  on  in  an  illicit  manner* 
SliouM  that  be  the  cafe,  tlie;  langu«tge  mud  be,  that  Great 
Britain  had  refources  to  enable  her  to  prote6l  her  iflands,  and 
prevent  that  traffic  being  clandeftinely  carried  on  with  them^ 
vhich  flie  had  thought  fit,  for  her  own  honour  and  charafter^ 
to  abandon*  It  was  their  duty,  and  it  fliould  lie  their  ambition 
to  take  the  lead  in  a  bufinefs  of  (o  much  national  importance^ 
and  fomuch  national  credit,  and  he  declared  that  he  could 
nor  but  have  great  confidence  that  foreign  nations  would  be 
inclined  to  (hare  the  honour,  and  that  if  ibey  were  ready  and 
willing  to  do  fo,  they  ought*  on  tlieir  part,  for  the  fake  of 
the  general  go&i  which  would  refult  fiom  fuch  a  meafure 
l>eing  Dniverfally  taken  to  forego  the  honour  in  their  favour,. 
and  to  be  contented  to  follow,  as  thejr  imitators,  in  fo  excel- 
l^t  a  work.  If  they  weredifpofed  to  fct  about  it  in  earned, 
foreign  nations  might  he  invited  to  concur  with  them,  either 
i»y  negociation  Tmmeiliately  to  be  commenced,  or  by  the  ef- 
^t£t  that  the  propofitions  being  put  upon  their  journals^ 
^ould  in  all  probability  produce. 

Sir  fViii'atfi  Toun^i  iechveA  that  he  wanted  no  inducement  Sir  Wa* 
to  concur  in  the  honoui  able  gentleman's  propofal,  if  founded  Yoiuige* 
in  the  truth  of  what  he  hud  brought  forward ;  but,  at  ths 
fame  time,  the  right  honourable  gentleman  oppofite  to  him 
niuft  know  that  if  there  were  not  great  rc(lri£lions  provided, 
there  would  be  clandeArne  trade  can ied  on,  and  then  the 
foffifrings  of  the  Africans  rauft  prove  ten  times  greater  than 
any  they  now  felt  while  tjie  trade  was  legal.  This  Sir  Wil- 
liam explained  by  Aating  (what  he  termed)  the  peculiar  iitua- 
tipn  of  feveral  of  our  illands,  and  tlie  amazing  hardfhips. 
^'•HicUihe  flaves  muft  undergo  in  cvnfeauencf  of  numbers  cf 
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\htTti  being  cratotned  intotte  holds  of  fmall  veflels  atid  kept 
Hiert  while  the  veflels  were  obliged  to  keep  hovering  round 
the  iflands  and  watching  an  opportunity  to  effedt  a  Sanding  of 
theit  cargo.  Sir  William  added  that  the  honourable  gentle- 
<inan  who  opened  the  d^ate,  had  taken  no  notice  of  the  cafe 
t)f  thofe  wRo  had  lent'Aioiiey  on  mortgage  upoti  the  eftates 
«)f  the  Weft- India  planters.  The  decreale  of  negroes  6n  thofe 
^ftates  would  alter  and  decreafe  the  value  of  the  property  of 
Bach;  and  cohfequently  leflen  the  lecurity  of  the  mortgagees. 
He  mentioned,  that  the  honourable  gentleman  had  ftated 
that  15,000  flaves  had  been  deilroyed  by  the  hurricanes  in 
the  illand  of  Jamaica,  and  put  the  cafe  that  a  planter  who 
'^had  ttiortgaged  his  eftate  had  ninety  negroes,  and  a  third  of 
them  ware  loft  either  by  fevers,  th^  froall  pox^  or  any  other 
difeftfe^  Under  fuch  circumftances  the  mortgagee  would 
find  his  fecurity  fo  nuich  altered,  that  he  would  naturally 
-fpreclofe. 
Mr.  Fox.  Mr.  fwr  having  premifed  that  he  had  liftened  to  the  courie 
of  this  debcte  with  a  pleafure  equal  to  any  which  he  had  felt 
.  '  during  the  progrefs  of  other  important  and  wellnronduded  in- 
veftigations,  added  that  with  regard  to  the  plan  of  laying  the 

•  propoficions  before  the  Houfe,  where  he  was  agreed  as  to  the 
•fubilanteof  ameafure  he  did  not  like  to  differ  as  to  the  form 
of  it.  If)  fiowever,  he  differed  in  any  thing,  it  was  rather 
with  a  view  to  forward  the  buftnefs  than  to  injure  it,  or  to 
throw  any  thing  like  an  obftacls  or  impediment  in  its  way. 
Teething  like  either  fhould  come  from  him.  What  he 
thought  was,  that  all  the  proportions  were  not  neceflaty  to 
fee  voted,  previous  to  the  ultimate  vote,  though  fome  of 
them  undoubtedly  were.  In  order  to  explain  this,  he  muft 
beg  leave  to  remind  the  honourable  gentleman,  that  the  pro- 
pofitions  Were  of  two  forts :  one  fort  alledged  the  ftt  grounds 
on  which  the  Houfe  ought  to  proceed  to  aboK(h  the  Have 
trade,  which  were  that  it  was  a  difgrace  to  humanity,  and 
that  it  was  attended  with  the  lofs*  of  lives  to  our  feamen,  as 

» w^ell  as  to  the  Africans.  Another  fort  contained  afiertions  in 
anfwer  to  the  objedlions  which  either  had  been  ftated,  or 
were  fuppofed  likely  to  be  ftafed.  The  putting  fuch  refolu- 
tions  on  their  journals  might  create  a  difEculty  to  foreign 
powers,  becmife  that  whxh  might  be  a  matter  of  obje<5lion 

•  to  Great  Britain  might  not  be  fo  to  any  other  country.  Mr. 
Fox  applauded  Mr.  Wilberforce  for  profeffing  to  do,  what 
he  thought  it  their  duty  to  do,  to  completely  abolifh  the 
traffic  in  flaves,  a  traffic  for  continuing  which  on  no  ground 
either  a  plea  of  policy  or  neceffity  could  be  urged,  where- 
ever  anefFe6Jual  remedy  could  not  be  had  (Mr.  Fox  faid)  he 
approved  a  palliative,  becaufe  fomething  like  a  remedy  was 
better  than  no  remedy  at  all;  in  the  prefeut  cafe^*  an  effcc- 

•  tual 


A  i789«  DEBATES-  .  fit    ] 

tual  remedy  was  not  only  more  defirqJ)le,  hut  it  was  much 
lefsJifficoU  to  be  obtained  than  a  palliative.     He  was  glad 
that  the  propofitions  were  to  be  put  upon  the  journals,  he* 
aule  if)    from  any  misfortune,    the  bu&iieis  (hould  fail, 
while  it  ftood  upon  the  journals,  it  might  fuccecd  another 
tear;  certain  it  was,  that  it<:ouid  not  fail  to  fucceed  fooner 
or  later.     Foreign  countries,  when  they  heard  that  the  mat* 
ter  had  been  difcufled  in  that  Houfe,  might  follow  the  ex- 
unplf,  orthey  might  go  before  us,  anc^fec  one  themfelves. 
If  this  were  to  happen,  though  we  might  he  the  lofers,  hu*  - 
manicy  would  be  the  gainer*     Mr.  Fox  reminded  the  Houfe^ 
that -he  had  always  been   particularly  fanguine,  that  when* 
ever  they  examined  the  (lave  trade  thoroughly,  they  would 
ini  it  not  only  inhuman,  but  impolitic ;    from  what  the 
honourable  gentleman,  who  had  fgbmitted  the  propofitions 
to  their  coniideration,  had  f^id,  it  was  cle^r,  there  was  as 
little  policy   as  humanity  in   the  trade.     But  he  had  rifen 
chiefly  to  notice  what  had  fallen  from  the  righ(  honourable 
gentleman  tefpedting  the  proba  ility  of  foreign  nations  af- 
laming  the  flave  trade  on  our  abandoning  it,  and  in  ^n  illicit 
manner  fupplying  our  Weft-India  iflnnds  with  flaves.     He 
bd  intended  to  have  rifen  to  have  faid  the  very  t^vae  thing, 
becaofe  he  was  convinced  that  it  was  the  nt  tone  to  lie 
hoiden  upon  fuch  a  <ubje(^,  and  that  foreign  nations  fhould 
he  given  to  underftand,  that  when  this  country  thought  pro- 
per to  abolifh  the  Have  trade,  we  had  refoprces  among  us  to 
prevent  that  trade  from  being  carried  on  in  any  manner  with 
our  colonies*     With  the  idea  of  the  honourable  Baronet  who 
fpokelaft,  and  who  declared  that  ;^  clandeftine  trade  in  flaves 
iras  worfe  than  a  legal  one^  he  could   not  coincide.     He 
thought  that  fuch  a  trade,  if  it  exifted  at  all,  fhould  be  only 
dandefttne.     A  trade  in  human  fleih  was  fo  fcandalous,  that 
it  was  to  the  laft  degree  infamous  to  let  it  be  openly  carried 
on  by  the  authority  of  the  ( lovernment  of  any  ^sountry.    He 
had  (bmetimes  lieen  thougln  to  uf«  too  harm  expreflions  of 
France,  in  treating  her  as  the  rival  of  this  country.     Poli- 
tically fpeaklng,    France  certainly  was  our  rival ;    but  he 
wrfl  knew  the  diftin6l ion  between  political  enmity  and  illi- 
beral prejudice*     If  there  was  any  great  and  enlightened  na* 
tion  now  exiiling  in   Europe,  it  was  France,  which  was  as 
likely  as  any  nation  on  the  face  of  the  globe,  to  aft  on  the 
present  fubjeft  with  warmth  and  with  enthuiiafm  ;  to  catch 
a  ft»ark  from  the  light  of  our  fire,  and  to  run  a  race  with  us 
in  promoting  the  ends  of  humanity.     France  has  been  of- 
ten improperly  ftimulated  by  her  ambition  ;  he  had  no  doubt 
Hut  that  (he  would  in  the  prefent  inftance,  readily  follow  its 
honourable  dilates* 
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The  The  Speaker  faid,  that  he  fhould'  not  do  jufiice  to  his  feel- 

Sp^aker.  ings,  if  he  did  not  exprefs  to  the  Houfe,  and  to  his  hohour- 
ahle  friend,  the  pleafure  and  the  fatisfaflion  he  had  received 
from  one  of  the  moft  mafterly  and  eloquent  fpeechej^  which 
he  had  ever/ heard ;  a  fpeech  which  could  riot  fail  to  refleft 
the  highedjuftre  upon  his  honourahle  friend,  and  entitle  him 
to  the  thanks  of  that  Houfe,  of  the  people  of  England,  of 
2(tl  Europe,  and  of  the  lateft  pofterity.  Mr.  Grenville 
thought  that  a  great  advantage  might  be  brought  to  the 
quefiion,  from  its  being  thoroughly  diicufled,  and  therefore 
he  was  peculiarly  happy  that  his  honourable  friend  had  intro- 
duced the  grounds  of  it  in  di|lin6l  propofitions.  With  re* 
gard  to  our  colonies,  we  were  bound,  Mr.  GrenVille  faid,  to 
aflTert  our  right,  t<5  prevent  our  iiland^  from  having,  either 
direflly  or  indircfily,  any  farther  connexion  with  a  trade, 
Which  we  had' thought  it  our  duty  to  abandon,  9s  unfit  to  he 
carried  on.  That  wa?,  j^s  the  right  honourable  gentleman 
(Mr.  Fox)  had  termed  it,  the  proper  tone  to  atfume  to  all 
Europe  on  fuch  a  fubjeft,  and  it  was  befides  proper  to  let 
our  dominions  know,  that  it  was  in  this  view  that  we  con^- 
iider^d  it. 
Mr.  Aid.  Mr.  Alderman  Ncwnham  obferved,  that  even  when  the 
VfWAiiam  feelings  of  humanity  were  as  glowing  within  his  heart  as  they 
could  he  in  the  midft  of  hat  of  any  Member  pf  the  Houfe, 
he  muft,  as  a  reprefentative  of  the  city  of  London,  with- 
hold his  confent  from  a  propofition  which,  if  carried.  Would 
fill  the  city  with  men  fuffering  as  much  as  the  poor  Afri- 
cans. The. Alderman  conceived,  that  if  wife  regulations 
were  applied  to  the  flave  trade,  fo  as  to  cure  it  of  the  many 
^bufes  which  he  had  no  doubt  prevailed  in  it,  it  might  he 
made  a  fource  of  revenue  and  material  commercial  advantage. 
If  it  were  aboliftied  ;^Itogether,  he  was  perfuaded  that  it 
/  would  render  the  city  of  London  one  fcene  of  bankruptcy 

and  ruin.  Standing  in  the  fituation  that  he  did  in  that 
Houfe,  he  muft  fupprefs  his  feelings,  and  aft  upon  motives 
^f  prudence.  He  therefore  cautioned  his  right  hot^ourable 
friend  below  him,  (Mr.  Fox)  and  the  right  honourahle  gen- 
tleman oppofite  to  himi  not  to  facrifice  at  the  Ihrine  of  their 
Benevolent  en^otions,  the  dearefl  and  moft  valuable  com- 
inercial  interef^s  of  their  country,  and  thus  raflily  and  preci- 
pitately extingaifli  a  trade,  fo  efTentially  advantageous  as  a 
br^pch  of  our  national  commerce. 
Mr.  Mr.  Afartlfi  dec^SLVtd  himfelf  fo  well  fatisfied  with  what 

Martin,  had  been  foably  ftated  by  the  honourable  gentleman  who  in- 
troduced the  proportions,  that  he  was  more  proud  of  being 
in  Englifliman  than  he  had  ever  been  before,  tie  was  de- 
cifively  for  an  unqualified  abolition  of  the  flave  trade,  and 
fie  flattel'ed  himfelf  that  tl^e  policy  would  b^  found  to  go 
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along  with  the  humanity. of  the  roeafore*  Withra;ai:d  to 
whait  bad  fallen  from  the  worthy  Alderman,  he  hoped  that 
the  worthy  Alderman  was  miftaken ;  that  no  fuch  effects  as 
be  had  predi<3ed  would  rake  place  in  the  city  of  London*  but 
that  the  citizens  had  jtoo  much  public  fpirit,  to  wifli  that  a 
l^reat  national  obje£t  ihould  not  take  place,  merely  out  of 
complairance  to  the  confideration  of  their  private  interefts.  '* 

Mr.  Dcmpjlir  obferved,  that  as  petitions  were  on  the  table,  Mr. 
ftacing  that  private  injuries  would  be  felt,  to  a  conGderable  Dcmpfttr* 
amount,  he  had  therefore  expected  that  the  firfl  propoiition 
with  which  the  honourable  gentleman  would  have  come  for- 
ward, would  have  been  a  propojGtion  to  make  good,  out  of 
the  public  purfe,  all  the  lofles  which  individuals  were  liable 
to  Tuftain  from  an  abolition  of  the  flave  trade*  That  ought^ 
in  his  mind,  to  have  been  the  preliminary  ftep.  He  begged 
toaik,  had  the  honourable  gentleman  any  plantaMon  or  his 
own  t  Had  the  two  right  honourable  gentlemen  any  plan* 
tation  f  Undoubtedly  they  had  not,  neither  had  he  any  plan-  '" 

tation.    What  right,  then,  had  they   to  interfere  with  the 
interefts  of  thofe  who  were  planters  ?    He  did  not  like  to  be 
generous  out  of  the  pockets  of  others.    It  wafr  recommended 
to  them  to  aboliOi  the  (lave  trade,  on  a  principle  of  huma- 
nity; undoubtedly  they  owed  humanity  to  all  mankind;  but 
they  alfo  owed  juftice  to  thofe  who  were  interefted  In  the 
event  of  the  queftion,  and*  had  embarked  their  fortunes  on 
th^  faith  of  Parliament,     The  African  trade  had  been,  coh- 
fidfred  by  that  Houfe  as  fo  valuable,  that  they  had  preferred 
it  to  all  others,  and  had  annually  voted  a  very  confiderable 
fom  towards  carrying  it  on.     They  had  hitherto  deemed  it 
an  efientiai  nurfery  of  our  feamen,  and  had  cheriflied  it  in 
confecjuence.     Had  it  really  been  fuch  as  the  honourable 
gentleman  had  reprefented  it,  our  anceftors.  would  not  haye 
encouraged  it  in  the  manner  they  had ;  and  therefore,  upon 
thefe  and  other  confiderations,  he  could  not  help  thinking, 
that  they  fhould  be  wanting  hi  their  duty,  if  they  abolifliM 
it  altogether.     Mr.  Dempfler  declared^  that  fugar  could  be 
nifcd  much  cheaper  by  freemen  than  by  (laves,  and  that  it 
was  a  well-known  fa£l  that  it  might.     In  illuflration  of  this, 
hcftated  the  various  comparative  prices  of  fugars  in  Battavla, 
in  China,  and  in  other  parts  of  the  Eaft,  in  fome  of  which  it 
Was  cultivated  by  flave*^,  and  in  others  by  freemen.     He  faid 
tliat  one  other  material  point  was,  our  taking  upon  ourfeHes 
to  provide  for  the  Weft-Indian  planters,  and  to  pronounce 
ypon  the  means  of  cultivating  their  eftates.     The  meafur^ 
in  his  mind,  ought  to  ha Ve  originated  with  them,  and  fome 
petition  fliould  have  been  received  from  them,  {gating  what 
their  fentiments   were  upon  the  fubjeft,  and  praying  the 
Houfe  to  take  meafures  accordingly.    The  Houfe  might,'  if 

y  a  it 


i<^  PA.RLIAMENTARY        A.  1789. 

it  pleafed.  prevent  any  Britifh  fubje£ls  from  becoming  flaves, 
but  they   could  liot,  with  any  pre  ence  of  right,  prefcribe 
to  the  gentlemen  of  the  Weft  Indies  by  what  hands  their 
plantations  (honld  be  cultivated* 
Lord         Lord  Pefirhyn  obferved,  that  he  could  not  liften  in  (ilence 

Penrbyn.  to  the  gioundlefs  pofition,  thai  fugar  could  be  cheaply  culti- 
vated by  freemen.  It  was  impradticable*  It  had  been  tried, 
and  tried  in  vain.  Notwitlillanding  the  reveries,  therefore, 
of  the  honourable  gentleman  who  began  the  debate,  that  Spe- 
culation nluft  be  abandoned.  1  here  were  mortgages  in  the 
'  Weft- India  iilands,  to  the  amount  of  feventy  millions;  the 
queftion,  therefore,  was,  if  they  paiTed  the  vote  of  abolition, 
they  af^ually  ftruck  at  feventy  millions  of  property,  they 
ruined  the  Colonies,  and  by  deftroyingan  eSennal  nudcry 
for  feamen,  give  up  the  dominion  of  ihe  ocean  at  a  (ingle 
glance.  ^ 

Mr. Smith      Mr.  Smith  (Member  for  Sudbury)  obferved  that,  wliilft  he 
thoroughly  concurred  with  the  propofitions  of  the  honourable 
gentleman  who  opened  the  debate,  (if  what  approached  fo 
near  to  virtuous  unanimity  did  not  deftrve  a  purer  name) 
he  felt  it  but  common  juftice,  amidft  the  overflowing  falls- 
fi£lion  of  his  heart,  to  offer  the  honourable  gentleman  the 
,   ^trivia',  hut  fincere  tribute  of  his  applaufe,     Mr.  Smith  de- 
red  to  lay  in  his  claim,  when  they  were  to  difcufs  the  bufi* 
nefs  fully,  to  go  into  the  affertions  of  the  noble  Lord  and 
the  honourable  gentleman,  the  other  Member  for  Liverpool. 
.  Confidering  the  fiiualion  of  thofe  gentlemen,  no  men  were 
ipore  candid  ;  but,  as  he  did  not  feel  any  of  thofe  prejudices 
arifmg  from  connexion,  he  wiflied  the  bufinefs  to  be  fully 
examined,  being  fatisfied  that  the  more  it  was  gone  into,  the 
more  its  abolition  would  be  found  to  be  neceflary  and  proper. 
Mr.  Smith  took  notice  of  the  various  prediiflions  of  feveral 
gentlemen,  who  held  out  ideas  of  the  mifchievous  confe- 
quences  which,  according  to'  their  opinion,  were  to  follow 
the  abolition ;  and  he  read  an  oppofiteeictra£l  from  a  pamphlet 
puhliftied  in  '781,  by  Mr,  Stephen  Fuller. 

Mr.  Pitt.  Mr.  Chancellor  Pin  now  rifing,  obferved,  that  he  felt  it 
neceffary  to  declare,  that  he  did  nor,  upon  any  account  what- 
ever, acquiefce  in  the  idea  fuggeftcd  as  a  propofition  by  the 
.  honourable  gentleman  under  the  gallery,  in  favour  of  the 
neceAfy  of  making  a  compenfation  for  %ny  loiTes  which 
might  be  incurred  by  the  people  of  Liverpool,  oV  elfcwhere. 

Mr-  Aid.      Mr.  AWermaif  SiwiriJge  obferved,  that  he  was  not  ready 

Sawbridgc  toiay  that  it  .was  expedient  to  abolifh  the  (lave  trade  alto- 
gether.    He  thought  that  it  might  be  rendered  highly  bene- 
iicial  both  to  the  comme(f:e  and  the  revenue  of  the  country, 
were  it  but  once  fubjefied  to  wife  and  ufeful  regulations. 
•      .        -  '      '  -  '  The 
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Mr.  GiUert  (aid«  that  he  alfomuft  pay  his  tribute  of  thanks  Mr* 
to  the  honoQrable  Barotiet  tor  his  endeayours  •  to  amend  the  Gilbcrt« 
poor  laws,  which,  he  well  knew,  wanted  amendment*  Ihe 
great defedl  was  their  variety  and  contradiction ;  there  wanted 
♦10  be  one  regular,  uniform  fyftem;  and  he  heartily  wilhed 
that  fome  gentlemen  of  the  legal  profeffion  would  zealouily 
engage  upon  lb  neceflary  a  ta£k,  • 

Mr,  Jckyil  called  the  bill  a  fatire  upon  the  Jufiices,  and  Mr. 
pretumed  that  they  did  not  know  their  duty,  but  aded  mi«  JekylK 
niileriolly  and  not  judicially,  as  they  weie  empowered  to 
do.  It  itruck  him,  that  the  exigency  which  the  hill  fuppofed 
did  not  exift.  The  principle  of  nolumui  mntari  was,  he  ob* 
fervd,  an  adipin»ble  principle,  and  Mr.  Juflice  Blackftone 
ett'reffly  flated,  that  the  farther  they  departed  from  the  43d 
ot  I  lizabeth,  the  more  they  got  into  error.  The  prefcnt 
bill  was,  be  contended,  an  innovation  neither  necefTary  nor 
expedient.  It  would  create  great  expence  and  litigitions, 
and  would  annihilate  the  powers  of  veftries. 

Mr,  Bajiar  J  objeSed  zq  the  principle  of  the  bill,  declaring     Mr. 
that  if  it  were  to  pafs,  the  confequences  would  be  ruin  and   BaftardL 
depopulation  to  the  country. 

The  Houfe  divided  on  the  queAion, 

Ayes,  22*    Noes,  34. 

The  Houfe  adjourned, 

Jlfondayy  l%th  May*^ 

Mr.  Dempfter  pr^fented  a  petition  from  the  hawkers  and 
pedlers,  praying  for  the  repeal  of  two  claufes  in  the  25th  of 
t^e  prefent  King,  one  of  which  prohibits  them  from  coming 
^ithin  two  miles  of  a  market  town,  and  the  other  empower* 
ing  the  JuAices  in  quarter  feflions  to  prevent  them  from  com- 
ing ihto  any  county.  The  petition  fet  forth,  that,  without 
Ac  repeal  of  thefe  claufes,  many  of  the  petitioners  would  be 
incapahteof  providing  for  their  families;  and  that  they  were 
feconded  in  their  application  by  the  maqufafturers  and  whoifr- 
&le  dealers  of  the  principal  towns. 

The  petition  was  brought  up,  and  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  bill  to  amend  the  ad  to  which  it  refers. 

Mr.PcwyjT  faid,  that  as  the  Hopfe  were,  in  fome  degree,      Mr. 
pledged  to  take  the  bufinefrf  up  during  the  courfe  of  the  pre-    Powyt. 
fcni  feffion,  he  hoped  that  they  would  advert  to  die  neceffiiy 
^f  fettling  a  conftitutioii  for  the  province  of  Quebec. 

Mr.  Chance* Uor  Pitt  anfwered,  that  the  bufinefs  h.id  been  Mr.  Pitt, 
PutofFlaftfeffion  for  want  of  fufficient  information.     Since 
that  time,  much  information  had  been  received,  but  more 
)»M  ftiH  waited  for ;  and  he  believed  that  he  ihould  be  able  to     ' 
l^briQ  the  Honfe>  in  a  few  days^  whether  that  ioformatioti 

would 
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would  arrive  timeenoughto  enter  upon  the  fubje£t  previoufljr 
to  the  expiration  of  the  pfefent  Teffion. 

In   a  Committee  of   Sdpply  it    was   refolved,    "  That 
"  7iq,oooL  be  granted  for  the  ordinary  of  the  navy.** 

*'  And  that  5J5,oool.  be  granted  for  building  and  r^pair- 
"  ing  fhips  for  the  current  year." 

In  a  Committee  of  the  whole  Houfe,  on  the  hawkers  and 
pedlers*  bill,  Mr.  Rofe  brought  up  a  claufe  to  prohibit  thetn 
from  coming  within  two  miles  of  market  towns. 
I^r.  Mr  Dempfter  oppofed  the  claufe,  as  oppreflive  and  uncom- 

Dempfter.  mercial,  and  as  an  interference  between  the  buyer  and  the 
feller,  which  the  fliopkeepers  had  no  rigiit  to  a{k  for,  and 
which  it  did  not  become  the  wifdom  or  the  juftice  of  the 
Legiflalure  to  allow, 

Mr.  Robinfon  defended  the  claufe. 
Ld.  Ad-       'J'*^  /cr^  Advocate  of  Scotfand  iViAy  it  was  an  unprincipled 
locate  of  law,  which  firft  levied  on  men  a  duty  for  a  licence,  andthea 
Scotland,  took  from  them  the  means  of  exercifing  their  profeflion* 

l^r.  Mr.  Francis  remarked,  that  the  fliopkeepers  had  been  re- 

Fiancit.  lieved  from  the  tax  in  confequence  of  which  this  reftridlion 
had  been  impofed  on  the  hawkers  and  pedleri,  and  could  have 
no  pretence  for  defiring  it  to  he  continued. 
Mr.  I.  H.      Mr.  /.  //.  Broivnf  contended,  that  if  hawkers  and  pedlers 
Browne,  were  not  ufeful  to  the  country,  if  ihey  were  not  even  necef- 
fary  in  many  parts  of  it,  their  trade  would  decreafe  of  itfelf; 
if  they  were  ufcfuf,  it  was  unjuil  to  lay  them  under  improper 
re(lri<5>ions. 
Sir  James      Sir  James  yohiflone  obferved,  that  the  fuppreflion  of  haw- 
Johnfton^  kers  and  ptdlers  had  been  defired  by  the  fliopkeepers;  tirilt 
becaufe   they    were  all  Jews ;  next,  becaufe  they  werfs  all 
Germans;  and  laftly,  becaufe  ihey  were  all  fmnggler**     It 
did  not  appear  that  they  fell  within  either  of  thelie  compre- 
henfive  defcriptions,  bat  v*'ere  in  reality  a  very  induflrious 
body  of  people,  and  entitled  to  the  fame  proteflion  and  the 
fame  indulgence  from  the  Legiflatpreas  their  fellovv-fubjet^s 
the  fliopkeepers. 
j^x,  Mr.  fVyndham  conceived,  that  if  the  hawker?  and  pedlers 

Wynd-  could  afford  to  fupply  the  country  with  goods  cheaper  thai) 
Bam.  tlie  fliopkeepers,  it  was  unjul):  for  the  Legiilature  to  impof<j 
reftricljons  to  reduce  them  to  the  fame  level;  and  fuch  an  . 
ofnceas  it  \A  never  undertaken  before.  Coupled  with  an- 
other ciaule,  wliich,  he  under  flood,  was  meant  to  follow  it, 
to  empi)vver  the  juftices  of  any  county  to  prevent  hawkers 
and  pedlers  fr  m  entering  it,  was  cruel  and  oppreflive* 
Khoold  they  happen  to  be  accufed  of  carrying  two  or  three 
phea'anrs  or  pnrrridges  out  of  the  county,  he  believed  t)i at 
the  juflices  wpuld  atukjs  no  great  dtllicuky  in  eKcIuding  them 
from  it. 

Mf. 
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Mr.  GiUart  bore  taftimony  to  the  indiiftry  and  good  cha-     Mr, 
nder  of  the  hawkers  and  pedlers  in  that  part  of  the  CQuncry  6ilbttt» 
with  which  he  was  more  particuiaily  acquainted* 

Mr.  PuUemy  declared  that,  in  his  opinion*  there  was.  no     Mr* 
pretence  for  the  claufei  as  no  evidence  had  heen  produced  Pulcenqr* 
againft  the  hawkers  and  pedlers.     He  believed  that  they  in* 
terfered  only  with  the  fmuggling  ihopkeepers* 

1  he  Cotnnaif tee  divided. 

Ayes,  for  the  claufr,  36;  'Noes,  29.     Majority,  7» 

Mr.  Rofe  then  brought  up  a  daufe  to  empower  the  Jufticet 
of  any  county  to  prevent  hawkers  and  pedlers  from  entering^ 
it. 

Mr.  DempAer  oppofed  it,  and  a  (hot  t  debate  took  placib 
The  Committee  divided  again. 
Ayes,  a6;  Noes,  27.    Majority  againft  the  claufe,  ;» 
The  remainder  of  the  bill  was  then  gone  through* 
The  Uoufe  adjourned. 

WtiMfJkj^  %Oih  May. 

Mr*- Alderman /i^//0if,  prefcnting  a  petition  againft  tb^Mr.  Al^ 
abolition  of  tlie  flavc  trade,  from  the  merchants,  mortgagees,  Wsdbiu 
unuiunis,  and  otiiers,  materially  interefied  \^\  the  Weft- 
India  iflands,  obferved„  that  the  number  of  the  petitioners 
vas  not  large,  but  that  the  petition  came  from  a  clafs  of  men 
tlKmoft  refpeAahle  and  the  moft  materially  involved  in 
the  {ate  of  the  important  qoeftion  fpredily  to  come  under 
confideration.  The  Alderman  declared,  that  he  did  not  wifli 
to  go  the  full  length  of  oppoiing  any  regulation  of  the  (lavo 
trade,  but  that  he  was  decidedly  of  opinion,  that  a  fpeedy 
abolition  of  it  was  repugnant  to  every  ^principle  of  humanity^ 
cfjoftice,  of  common  fenfe,  and  of  reafon. 

I  he  petition  was  prefented,  and  ordered  to  lie  oi\^  the 

Mr.  Maitiwarhg^  having  adverted  to  an  a6l  of  the  fixth  Mr.Maiv 
of  the  prefent  King,  relative  to  the  prefervation  of  trees,  waring, 
ftrobsy  and  plants,  obferved,  that  it  had  proved  inadeq,ttate 
to  its  end,  and  had  failed  to  reaeh  the  objefk  which  it  was 
natural  to  conclude  it  was  in  the  contemplation  of  the  Le- 
gillature  to  obtain  when  the  a£l  paflfcd.  The  better  to  ex^ 
plain  his  meaning,  he  faid,  he  would  read  the  preamble  of 
the  ftacttte  in  qoeftion,  Whicl>  he  accordingly  did,  and  which 
ftated  that  the  bill  was  deemed  neceflary  for  the  better  pro- 
bation of  tfoes,  plants,,  and  Ihiubs;  and  it  therefore  en* 
2^ed,  that  whenever  flionld  be  convided  of  breaking  trees, 
plucScing  up  pi^ntSs  and  rooting  out  flirubs  in  the  night. time, 
ihouid  be  conf^dered  jk  guilty  of  feIony«  As  the  bill  iftood, 
the  taking  away  and  deftroyiiig  of  trees,  plants,  and  (hrubs, 
in  the  dead  of  night*  wa«.  alone  made  felony,  fo  th»t  if  anf 
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pziftifd  Ot^  into  ft  garden  before  it  1va»  the  dark  hour  of  the 
night,  while  it  was  twilight,  or  in  the  morning  early^  before 
it  was  fun*rife,  or  fuificiently  broad  day  to  dilUngoifti  whc 
the  offender  was,  he  might  with  impunity  break  the  treeS; 
plockup^plants,  root  out  ihrubs,  and  deftroy  the  moft  va- 
hableprodute  of  the  gardener^s  comimied  pains,  lahoar^  and 
expence,  with  impunity.  At  leail,  thednly  ranedy  which 
the  law  in  cafes  gave,  was  an  aflion  of  trefpafs,  which,  foi 
a  viiriet'y  of  reiifons,  was  nine  times  out  of  ten  no  remtdy  ai 
'ill.  Mr.  Mainwaring  compareJ  the  robgnitude  of  the  in* 
Jury  whith  Hrrght  be  done  the  fu  jefli  in  the  way  he  hac 
deicribed,  with  the  injury  fuftamed  in  his  being  robbed  of : 
fyMe^  ii  ghrden-rake,  or  a^iv  other  inftrumet^tof  horticul 
ture,  of  trifling  value,  all  oi"  w.hith  were  deemed  property  b) 
tlie  (hittttes  in  4>eing,  and  proteflfon  was  tifforded  to  theii 
owners^'  by  its  being  deemed  felbny  m  any  man  conviAed  oi 
ftealing  them.  Another  very  great  inconvenieiHfe  arifin^ 
from  th(  law,  as  it  Aood  at  prefent^  Mr.  Mainwaiing  ftatetl 
to  be  the  extreme  difficulty  of  eflablifhing  by  evidence  wha' 
^^  -  "Was  ttied^ad  of  the  night.  On  this  hinge  oifdoubtp  a  grea 
fkiany  tSifes  hsti  turned,  and  numerous  offeixiers,  eviclentl' 
guilty  of  having  d<^ne  the  moA  eflential  injury  to  the  prrpeiti 
of  individoals,  had  ^fcaped  ronvid^ion,  because,    unlefs   ii 

•  t'ovM  be  clearly  proved,  that  a  tnan  xAxo  broke  tt.«  trees 
plucked  Oip  the  piantii^  or  rooted  out  n>i'ubs,  did  it;(t  tbedari 
hour  of  the  night,  he 'did  not  come  within  the^eahing  of  th 
ftatufte,  the  pfe-iWibie  of  which  he  had  jiift  read.  For  thef 
t^afovi^,  henveain  to  tnove  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  toacneni 
the  ad  of  thefilcth  of  the  prefent  King.  He  was  aware  c 
the  propi^r  ^tieifion  of  the  Houfe,  ft^m  tbeextenGon  and  in 
creafe  of  the  penal  fttitutes.     Their  number,  undoubtedly 

•  was  alr^^dy  tdo  great ;  but  there  were  cafes  which  might  h 
I  Hated,  that  were  too  glaringly  injurious  not  to  demand  ibtvi 

* ;  rembdy  ;  'and  the  tafe  rn  -qticAionj^  be  flattered .  himfelf,  wj 

to  obvioufly  injtirioius  and  unprovided  for^  that  no  oHjedic 

•  >would  hemftdetohisb'in^ng  in  the  bill  of  aatei)dment> .  el 

Kcialty  when  he  declared,  that  the  (ingle  amendment  whi^ 
ftiotM  prop'oie,  would  be  to  leave  out  the  words  «<  h 
ftigHf,"  in^  infert  the  words  **  by  day  or  night.**  M 
Mainwaring  ilien  mbved  for  "  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  to  oj 
^  plain  and  amend  the  ad  of  6tb  George  HI.  cap^  36,  aj 
••  lative  to  trees,  ihrobs,  plants,  kcJ* 
Mr.  Mr.  Sb&iitiH  expreiTed  his  pleaftrre  at  perceiving  that 

Siieridan.  honourable  M^n^r^vas  Mnimical  tb  the  extenfion  and 

•  creafe  of  ttie  penal  1aw<.    There  Were  fo  m»ny  of  tbofe 

•  ttites,  and  in  feveral  cafes  they  were  carried  to  fo  ^xtre 
degree  of  rigour  and  ieverity,  thst  ihty  proved  a  difgra 

;  the  law  ^ooSls  avid  to  tfaecovntr  j.«  He  hoped^  therefor  t 
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tht  Hoiife  wouU  always  look  with  a  peculiar  (Ifgf^  of  elf  K- 
cacjr  en  every  endeavour  toincreare  the  nuiobjer  of  penal  iW 
tutes,  and  to  multiply  robberies,  felonies^  q^d  qffences  <;ofiir. 
in|; under  thoic  delcriptirns.  Wich  regard  to  the  obje6^  of 
the  honourable  gentleman^s  pr^pol'ed  biil,  h^did  npt  clearly 
comprebend  it.  Ihe  honourable  gentleman  had  laid,  the 
L  giflatore«  when  it  pafled  the  a'l  of  the  6th  of  the  prefeuc 
Kiiig,  had  one  thing  iri  their  coatetnplatio^y  and  Ii^d  enai^ed 
another.  Was  the  tadt  ftriclly  correi^,  or  wqs  it  under  the 
pretence  of  prote<Hmg  nur(«*ry  grounds  to  cnake  it  felony  in 
archooKboy  to  rob  an  orchard,  or  was  it  that  goofeberry 
bufhes  ought  to  be  fenced  round  with  gibbets,  that  the  ho- 
nourable gentleman  now  moved  for  a  hiU  of  amendment  r  If 
it  were  intended  to  go  fuch  an  extent,  it  Mrould  be  carfyin? 
the  penal  laws  to  a  ridiculous  degree  of  rigour. 

Str  yo/S^  il/tuA/y  contended,  that  all  the  objeS  of  his  Sir  Jofeph 
lK»nourable  friend  was,  to  leave  out  the  word  **  night,*'  and  Mawbey. 
to  lei  the  matter  (land  g^-ncraliy,  many  perfonscleaily  gujlty 
of  having  deftroyed  trees,  (hrui^s,  ana  plants,  in  gardens, 
with  a  ftT  nn^us  intention,  having  from  th^  px«fent  form  of 
thedatute  efcaped  convkfiion*  He  reafoned  upon  the  in- 
yjltice  of  the  law  as  it  ftood,  and  declared  he  never  could  iee 
^by  people  who  robbed  at  any  other  tinoe,  were  not  as  guilty 
and  ought  not  to  bedemed  as  guilty  of  felony,  ns  thorn 
*ho  robbed  at  the  dnrk  hour  of  th|^  night  Sir  Jofeph  je- 
Biintled  the  Houfe  of  the  infinite  injury  which  might  he  done, 
to  gardeners,  nvrferymen,  and  other  per fons  who  had  flirub* 
^crifsand  gardf»nf,  by  having  their  grounds  dripped  and 
fpoiledoftlieir  valuable  flowers,  plants,  (hrubs,  and  ree«j 
inda(ked,  whether  the  injury  done  the  individual  was  lefs, 
whether  it  were  done  in  the  dark  hour  of  the  night,  or  Jn  the 
t'^illght,  while  it  would  he  equally  difficult*  to  afcertain  the 
offmder's  figure  and  features  ? 

Lord  fVlUlrm  Rttjfil  faid,  that  he  could  not  avoid  confider-  Ld.  Wm. 
jngthe  motion  as  fttiflly  proper  for  the  purpofe  of  prevent-    RoiW* 
ingthe  great  injury  which  nurferymen  and  gardeners  iuilained 
irom  dep^edation  by  day  as  well  a»  by  night.     They  were  in-i 
^^tlcd,  in  com>Tion  w«h  the  reft  of  the  fubje^s,  tocalh  upon 
Jfce  Legiflature  to  afford  them  prote^ion  for  tlieir  property. 

^W  Huffiy  having  obferved  that  the  honourable  gentleman  Mr. 
"^d  faid  that  there  was  no  difference  between  oifences  com*  HulTcy. 
mitred  in  the  night  pr  in  the  day  time,  added  that,  in  his 
numble  opinion,  there  was  an  eflenti^l  difference.  He  did 
"ot  pretend  to  be  peculiarly  converfant  in  the  lawsy  but  ho 
Knew  very  well,  that  bufglary  and  flealing  in  the  night  wa$ 
^  ^^pital offence;  whereas  ft«aling  by  dav^  wasoply  a  lingle 
ic\ony,amd  the  reafon  was  obvioufly  becaufe  people  were  fup- 
pofal  to  be  capable  of  guarding  tbcir  houfes  in  the  day  timct 

Z  a  Sir 
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Birjofepli      ^iv  jofrpb  Afatvtfy  remztkeAf  thzt  the  bill  of  amendment 

Mawbej.  was  not,  as  the  honourable  gentleman  who  fpoke  latt  con- 
ceived it  to  be,  an  exteniion  of  capital  offences;  and  he 
could  aflure  him,  that  if  this  had  been  the  cafe,  he  would 
have  oppofed  it  as  warmly  as  the  honourable  gentleman. 
The  objedl  in  view  was,  merely  to  make  that  a  fingle  felony 
if  committed  by  day,  which  theinw,  as  it  ftood,  pronounct-d 
to  be  felony,  it  committed  by  night.  All  which  he*  con- 
tended, therefore,  for,  waS)  that  the  fame  injury  done  to  an 
individuaPs  property  by  day,  ought  to  have  the  fame  reipedy 
by  law,  which  the  law  gave  where  it  was  done  by  night. 
|yfr,  Mr.  Huffiy  anfwered,  that  he  had  not  Aated  that  t:ie  pro- 

Itufley.  pofed  bill  was  to  create  anew  capital  offv^nce,  but  that  it  was 
extending  thepunifhment  denounced  by  the  penal  laws  againft 
offences  committed  in  the  right-time,  to  offences  committed 
in  the  day  time.  Still  conceiving  all  this  to  be  at  Qnce  need- 
]tf$  and  unwarrantable^  he  Ihouid  perfiff  in  his  determination 
to  give  his  negative  againff  the  motion. 
Aid.  \.t      Mn  Alderuan  Le  Mefur'ur  begged  leave  to  cal*  to  the  re* 

Alcfttricr.  colleAion  of  the  Houte,  that  molt  of  the  great  nurferies  and 
gardeners  grounds  were  fituated  near  the  public  roads,  and 
within  ten  miles  of  the  metropolis.  Gentlemen  muit  have 
obferved,  as  they  rode  by?  th^t  many  of  the  nurfery  men's 
plantations  were  wide  and  extenfive,  fome  cf  them  covering 
feveial  acres ;  and  that  their  palings  and  fences  were  for  the 
mod  part  low,  and  might  be  fo  ^eak  and  out  of  repair,  as 
to  afford  a  very  infufficient  fecurity  ^gaini^  tlie  inroads  ot 
tohbers  and  fpoilers.  1  hough  many  ot  the  nurferymen  and 
gardeners  were  at  the  expence  of  having  ivatchpnen  by  night, 
jet  they  might  be  robbed  before  i^  wa^  quite  dark,  when  it 
Would  be  impoffible,  were  xhp  watphttien  in  that  part  of  th« 
garden,  toafcertain  the  identity  of  the  robbers. 
Wr.  Mr.  fpyndbam  expreffei  his  concern  at  perceiving  a  difpor 

•^T"^*  fition  prevail  iti  favour  of  the  multiplication  atid  extenfion 
•^*  of  the  penal  laws  of  late,  which  he  conceived  the  Houfc 
ought  to  guard  againft  as  a  very  great  evil.  Penal  laws 
|hou>ld  not  lie  extended,  but  where  the  necfflity  w^f  urgent, 
:|hd  the  cafe  made  out  a  very  ffrong  one,  which  he  coul4 
not  conceive  to  have  l>een  the  fafft  at  prefent.  The  honour- 
able Magiftrate  (Alderinan  Lc  Mefurier)  had  ftated  that  the 
fences  about  the  grounds  of  nurferymen  were  very  flight,  and 
therefore  the  nurfrrymeii  chofe  to  fence  therrifelvesby  ftatotf$» 
In(lead,of  providing  for  their  own  fecurity,  by  proper  anJ 
fufiicient  palings  to  keep  out  robbery,  as  they  ought  lb  have 
done,  it  being  the  firfl  and  natural  fecurity  for  theno  to  loojc 
to,  they  afforded  rohbers  an  opportunity  of  ftealing  their 
proper-ty,  by  rotten  and  infufficient  palings.  The  queftion 
;o  be  qoniideredf  Mr«  Wyndliam  faid*  in  \i\%  opinion^  ^''» 
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whac  amount  of  penal  law$  does  the  fecurity  of  human  life 
require?  Viewing  the  prefent  motion  with  a  due  regard  to 
this  confident ion^  he  could  not  conceive  it  to  be  ueceiTary, 
and  theiefore  he  ihould  refift  it.  Day-light  was  of  it  felt  a 
fccttriiy  againft  robbery,  and  if  that  were  not  enough,  the 
narlerymen's  caution  ought  to  fuperadd  others. 

Mr.  Rafif  arguing  in  favour  of  the  motion,  /aid  that,  as  Mr.  Itofe* 
the  law  ftood  at  prdent,  it  was  di£Ecult  to  convidl  a  man, 
even  if  be  fiole  in  a  garden  in  the  night  time ;  fome  alteration 
of  (be  law,  as  it  Aood,  was  therefore  fo  obvioufly  neceflary, 
that  he  flattered  himfelf  the  bill  would  at  leaft  br  permitted 
to  be  brought  in.  Mr.  Rofe  addjed,  that  he  could  not  fee 
why  a  man  who  broke  a  garden  fci  ce  in  the  day  time,  and 
robbed  the  garden  of  valuable  trees,  Ibrubs,  and  plants, 
ibouU  not  be  as  liable  to  be  trcinfported,  as  if  Le  h^d  broken 
through  a  hedge,  and  ftolen  a  horfe  out  of  the  field  or  pad- 
dock which  that  hedge  inclofed. 

Mr.  Hujpy  remarked  that,  upon  this  oecafion,  it  might  be      Mr. 
necejlary  to  afcertain  nhether  thejudges  had  ever  complained    Hiffey. 
of  the  difficulty  of  conviflion  in  iht  cafes  ftated  ?  For  fo  many 
yean  as  burglary  had  been  made  a  capital  offence,  he  never 
had  heard  that  they  had  been  under  the  leaft  craharraflment 
in  difiinguKhing  hrtwern  a  burglary  and  fimple  dealing. 

"li'ir  Jaffics  Jchjt/Ione  thought  that  the  penal  laws  were  too  Sir  Jamet 
nimerous  and  too  fanguinary*  and  that  the  penal'y  which  JohniloBf, 
they  infli£^ed  W9S.  in  many  ^afes,  infinitely  disproportionate, 
cotiiprci^l^ith  the  ofit*nce  to  which  it  applied,  and  in  mod 
cafes  it  weTfl^fiu  beypnd  it.  Gentlemen  talked  of  valuable 
property  in  gardbis  which  ttiight  be  Aolen  ;  did  they  mean 
pirie  apples  r  Let  u)M|  have  watchmen,  if  watchmen  were 
neceflary. 

Mr.  Afaiftu/aring  obferved,  thai  it  was  impoftible  for  him  Mr.MaiB. 
to  hear,  without  the  utmoft  furprife,  an  honourable  gentle-  waring. 
d)3n*>  declaration,  that  he  did  not  underfland  his  objedt.  He 
had  read  to  the  Houfe  the  greater  part  of  the  a6t,  which  he 
proppfcd  to  amend  by  a  new  bill,  and  furely,  if  the  honour- 
*Ne  Member,  (Mu  Sheridart)  had  done  him  the  favour  to 
attend  to  him,  he  could  eafily  have  underAood  the  whole  of 
what  he  meant.  Mr.  Mainwaring  faid,  that  it  had  fallen 
within  his  own  experience  to  obferve,  that  it  was  extremely 
difficult  indeed  to  conviA  a  man  of  pealing  in  a  gardener^i^ 
grounds  by  night  even,  or|  account  of  the  wording  of  the 
a£^of  the  (iKth  of  the  prefent  King;  and  it  wa<:  in  confe- 
qoence  of  that  knowledge,  and  at  the  earned  application  and 
^efireofall  the  mofl  refpe£lab!e  nurerymen  and  gardeners 
in  the  vicinity  of  the  metropolis,  that  he  made  his  motion* 
With  regard  to  a  nurferyman  or  gardener  being  obliged  to 
])irea  watchoian  tm  takv  care  of  his  property,  it  was  unne- 

ceflary 
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tffl^y.  The  law  of  this  country  faid  no  fiich  thing.  The 
law  was  looked  up  to  as  the  proteAor  of  all  property,  aii4l 
nurferymen  and  gardeners  were  as  much  entitled  to  claim 
the  proteflion  of  the  fcaw,  as  any  other  deiciiptPon  of  fub- 
je£Vs.  With  regard'  to  the  value  of  the  properly  of  nurfery- 
men and  gardeners,  no  gentleman  couid  ride  along  the  road, 
but  every  wall  would  tetl^  ^hat  he  might  expeft  to  be  the 
value  which  it  guarded. 
Mr.  Mr.  fVighy  reminded  the  Houfe  of  a  cilrcumftance  which, 

Wigley.  he  Conceived,  muilflrike  them  forcibly,  and  thnt  was,  that 
if  any  man  entered  a  gardener's  ground  by  day,  and  took 
away  any  tree,  plant,  or  (hrub,  after  it  was  taken  out  of 
the  ground,  it  was  felony,  whereas,  as  the  law  flood,  if  a 
man  rooted  up  either,  and  actually  deftroyed  it,  it  was  no 
criminal  ofieuce,  hxxi  merely  a  trcfpa.fs.  This  circumftancc 
eonfidered,  and  the  fhameful  inadequacy  of  the  law,  as  it 
Aood,  with  regard  to  its  application  to  each  of  the  before- 
mentioned  offences,  he  thought  that  every  gentleman  muft 
be  of  opinion,  that  fome  rfgulations,  fo  as  lo  fan^liou  a  more 
fumm;iry  procefs,  was  ahfolutely  neceffary.  He  beggf  d  the 
I4oufe  to  confider  the  del  y  and  expence  of  profecoting  for 
a  trefpafs ;  and  that  as  foon  as  a  man,  who  has  commiited  n. 
trefpafs,  is  attached,  he  may  be  hailed,  nnd  the  caufe  would 
fland  over  to  the  next -affizes  or  quarter  fcflions  whichever 
firft  might  happen ;  and  that  then  a  variety  of  difficulties 
prefent  themfelves,  all  tending  to  increafe  the  exp:  nee  of  the 
procefs,  and  embarrafs  the  proft-cutor.  A  more  furamary 
mode  of  proceeding  was,  therefore,  a£)ually  neceffary.  Mr. 
Wigley,  in  concluiion,  recurred  to  his  firft  and  principal  ar- 
gum  nt,  that  a  man  could  not,  at  any  time,  take  awny  a 
tree,  plants  or  fhruh,  after  it  was  drawn  out  of  the  earth, 
without  being  liable  to  be  indifted  for  a  felony  ;  and  yet  he 
might  draw  it  out  himfelf,  and  deftroy  it  in  the  day  time, 
with' ut  being  liable  to  ,1  criminal  profecuiion.  There  was 
fo  evident  an  abfurdity  in  deerrjing  the  leffer  injury  a  felony, 
and  not  confidering  the  greater  in  the  fame  point  of  view,  that 
he  trufted  the  honournble  gentleman  would  wave  his  objec- 
tion, and  at  leaft  fuiFej-  the  bill  to  l^e  entertained,  fjnce, 
in  a  Committee,  he  would  have  an  opportunity  cf  propoCng 
fuch  amendments  as  might  fender  it  unobje<5iionable. 
The  Houfe  divided,  * 

Ayes,  ^0.     Noes,  6. 
Which,  with  the  four  Tellers  and  Speaker,  made  forty-one. 
Leave  was  therefore  given  to  bring  in  the  hill. 
I^r.  ^^'**  B  'rgrsy  en  the  order  of  the  day's  l^ei.ng  r?ad  for  refum- 

Bor^es.  Tng  the  adjourned  debate  on  the  debtors  and  creditors*  bill,  ob- 
fervcd.  that  he  underftood,  from  [ttivate  converfatio«>,  that 
i^  was  the  general  wifli  that  the  billfiiould  be  referred  to  i 

Con^miitce 
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above  ftairs,  he  did  not  mean  to  take  advantnge 
of  tiiie  biite-  of  the  dtkif^  but  without  engrofling  more  of  the 
tioBc  of  the.Houfe,  would  oiereiy  move^  that  ic  be  coounit- 
ted. 

Mr*  TVigUy  declared  his  intention  not  to  divide  the  Hoofe     Mr. 
againft  the  motion,  as  he  believed  that  it  was  generally  agreed  Wiglcy« 
that  the  bill  (liould  go  to  a  Committee  above   (lairs ;  but 
lie  wilhed  briefly  to  iiate  his  ohjedlions  to  it.     So  far  from 
the  bitTs  being  calculated  to  relieve  debtors,  and  expe  ite  the 

frrocefles  of  creditors,  it  .appeared  to  him  to  he  calculated  to 
brniih  delay,  and  to  conduce  to  the  oppreffion  and  ruin  of 
the  debtor.  It  ftruck  alfo  at  the  root  of  the  bankrupt  laws} 
and,  bcfc^uiea  man  happened  to  be  arreAed  by  a  Creditor^ 
who,  in  fa£^,  might  have  no  juft  demand  upon  him,  it  made 
him  liable  to  be  (ent  to  a  prifon,  worfe  than  that  of  the  moft 
hardened  felon.  Thefe  and  other  objedions,  Mr.  Wigley 
ftated,  and  declared  that,  in  his  mind,  they  rendered  the  bift 
Hoch  as  ought  not  to  he  received.  He  (hould,  therefore,  when 
rt  came  before  the  Houfe  again,  think  it  his  duty  to  oppofe 
k,  uolefs  it  were  materially  altered  in  the  Committee. 

Mr.  Pj€  approved  of  the  principle  of  the  bill,  but  fome  of  Mr.  Py«« 
its  clau&»  were,  he  faid,  (b  diffirrent  from  the  principles  of 
our  Confticution,    that  they  ought  to  be  altered,   and  he 
trafted  that  they  would  be  altered  in  the  Comn.ittee. 

Mr.  Burgn  anfwered,  that  after  what  had  been  ohferved,  Mr. 
heihoold  appear  wiinting  to  the  Houfe  and  to  himfelf,  were  Burgct, 
he  to  remain  filent.  He  declared,  that  be  feic  himfelf  obliged 
to  the  honourable  gentleman,  for  the  fuggeAions  he  had 
thrown  out,  and  that  the  Houfe  and  the  country  were  alfo 
obliged  to  him*  For  his  own  part,  he  was  ready  to  itie^t 
the  honourable  gentleman  then,  or  at  any  other  time,  on 
any  of  the  points  to  which  he  had  alluded,  and  particularly 
on  the  principles  of  the  bill.  Tliere  might  be  provifos  in  it 
requiring  alteration,  but  the  general  principle  of  the  bill  It- 
leU,  and  of  its  various  claufes,  he  was  fure,  was  unobjeflioh- 
able. 

Mr.  RolU  having  afked   wnether  any  claufe,    attaching  Mr.RoUt, 
upon  the  cafet  of  Crown  debtors,  could  be  introduced  in  the 
prefenthtjl,  added,  that  Mr.  Howard,  in  his  humane  publi- 
cation refpefling  the  prifons,  had  taken  particular  notice  of 
the  caiepf  the  unfortunate  perfons,  to  whom  he'had  alluded, 
and  pointed  thefn  out  as  obje^s  {peculiarly  demanding  fofne 
notice  by  rfie  Legislature. 
The  bill  was  ordered  to  bf  committed* 
Xhe^miiradjovnied.     . 
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When  Captain  Berkeley,  as  Chairman  of  the  CotAroittee 
apjx)inted  to  enquire  into  the  exifting  laws  relative  to  tho 
eledion  of  Members  to  ferve  for  counties,  had  brought  up 
the  report,  and  moved  for  leave  to  introdude  a  bill  upon  the 
fubjea,' 

«ir  Jofeph      ^^^  Jofeph  Maubey  defired  to  know  to  what  point  the  bill 

Mtwbey.  ^^^nt,  and  what  was  its  principle  ? 

•  Captain       Captain  Btrkelcy  anfwered,  that  the  obje£l  of  the  bill  was 

Berkeley,  to  revive  Mr.  Powys*s  ad,  with  certain  amendments. 

Sir  Jofeph      ^^^J^fip^  /V/ow^  alked,  if  the  repeal  of  the  county  elec- 

Mawbey.  ^^^^  *^^>  palled  laft  feflion,  did  not  of  itfelf  revive  the  ope* 
ration  of  Mr.  Powys%  z6l  ? 
Mr,  Mr.  Vanf.ttart  remarked,  that  there  were  doubts  and  uncer-* 

Vaailcurt.  tainties  with  regard  to  the  conftruAion  of  Mr.  Powys's  a£t, 
wliich  the  intended  new  bill  would  remove.  Under  ^^^. 
Powys's  a£l,  two  different  Committees  had  decided  the  fame 
(jueAion  on  two  occafions,  upon  principles  and  ground^  dia* 
metrically  oppofite  to  each  other.  One  Committee  had  ile« 
cided,  that  where  the  perfon  owning  a  freehold,  which  he 
had  mortgaged,  was  left  in  pofleffion  of  lefs  than  forty  (hil* 
li  gs,  that  perfv)n  fhould  not  be  allowed  to  vote,  and  another 
Committee  had  decided  exnAly  dlfFerently.  In  another  io« 
ilance,  two  diflind  Committees  had  decided  one  and  the 
fame  queAion  in  a  manner  equally  oppofite.  1  he  aim,  there* 
fore,  of  the  new  bill,  Mr.  Van  fit  tart  faid,  would  be,  to  re- 
concile thefe  contradictions,  to  define  the  principle  of  decifioa 
for  the  future,  to  clear  up  doubt,  and  to  change  uncertainty 
into  cerfainty. 
I'Ord         Lord  tiewhavtn  obferved,  that  there  was  an  article  in  the 

yewhaveii£xtraordinaries  of  the  Army,  which  had  been  juft  prefented^ 
amounting  to  the  enormous  fum  of  163,000!.  which  was 
nearly  as  much  as  the  fame  charge  amounted  to  in  time  of 
war.  He  therefore  moved,  '*  That  a  fuAicient  number  of 
«<  copies  of  the  faid  Extraordinaries  be  printed  for  the  ufeof 
**  the  Vlembers  of  the  Houfe/' 
W""-  Mr.  Vyn^r  feconded  the  motion.     He  was  fully  convinced 

Vyntr.     y^^^x  the  ellimates  ought  to  l>e  printed. 

Attoraey       The  Attorney  General  differed  from  the  two  lad  fpeakers. 

General,    jp  |,i,  opinion,  there  was  no  neccffity  for  printing  the  arm j 
eftimates  in  time  of  peace. 
Capuia       Captain  Berkeley  was  of  the  fame  opinion.     He  fa  w  no  rea* 

Berkeley,  fon  whatever  for  printing  the  eftimates,  unlefs  m  time  of 
war ;  he  therefore  hoped  the  noble  Lord  would  wrthdraw  hif 

motion* 
The  queAion  was  put,  and  the  moilbn  was  negatived. 

Mn 
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Mr,  Wilberforce  moved  the  order  of  the  day  for  going  into  • 
a  Cooimittee  of  the  whole  Houfe  on  the  Report  of  the  Privy . 
Council,  and  the  feveral  matters  of  evidence  already  upon 
the  table,  relative  to  the  flave  trade. 

Mr.  Alderman  Srtwbridge  begged  leave  to  alk  the  honour-  Mr.  Aid. 
able  gentleman,  if  he  meant  to   call  any  farther  evidence  in  Sawbridge 
fupportof  the  feveral  propoiicions  laid  upon  the  table  hy  the 
honourable  gentleman  laft  Tuefday  le*nnight,  or  to  admit, 
any  evidence  to  be  adduced,  by  other  gentlemen,  to  prove 
that  the  propofitions  were  not  founded  fufficiently  to  warrant 
that  Houfe  in  proceeding  upon  them  to  the  abolition  of  the, 
flave  trade  ?  , 

Mr.  JVlbcrforce  anfwered,  that  certainly  he.  had  not  the  Mr.  Wil- 
leaft  intention  of  calling  for  any  farther  evidence^  becaufehe  bjej^fq^^c.  > 
thought  that  the  Report  of  the  Prjvy  Council,  and  the  other 
evidence  before  the  Houfe,  fufficiently  made  put  and   eflab*. 
liflicd  every  one  of  the  propofltions  that  he  h^d  Aated  to  the 
Houfe.     With  regard   to  admitting  evidence  to  be  adduced 
by  others,  it.  was  not  for  him  either  tG\  admit  or  to  deny  any 
farther  evidence  of  any  kind  or  tendency.     He  (hould  think 
that  it  wouI4  he  prisfprnptuou^  in  him  to  attempt  to  prefcribe 
to  the  Committee.     They  would  have  the  fubje<3  fully  be- 
fore them,  and  they  would  of  courfe^  in  all.rtfped^s,  judge 
and  decide  for  themfelves. 

^wjcbm  Miller  obferved,  that  although  no  man  refpe6le4  sir  Joha 
the  honourable  gentleman  more  than  he  did,  yet  he  was  fully    Miller, 
perfuaded  that  the  evidence  now  before  the  Houfe  vvas  incom- 
petfni  and  improper.   He  was  proceeding,  when 

The  5/>mi^r  interrupted  him,  by  faying,  that  thequeflioa.    The 
now  was  not  concerning  the  propriety  of  abolifhing  the  flave  Speaker, 
trade,  but  whether  or  not  he  fbould  leave  the  cnait* ) 

Mr.  Alderman  Sawbridge  remarked,  that,  the  anfwer.Mr.  AW, 
which  he  received  had,  at  lengtli,  fully  determined  him  to  Sawbridge 
Qppofethe  queftion,  and  to  refill  fo  ra(h,  impolitic,'  and  un- 
wifea  meafare  as  the  unqualified  abolition  of  tne  flave  trade. 
Sofficient  ground  had  not  been  made  out  for  it,  nor  had  that 
Houfe  before  them  any  evidence  upon  which,  as  an  Houf<» 
rf  Parliament,  they  ought  to  proceed.  The  ohjeft  which 
gentlemen  flattered  themfelves  with  obtaining,  would  not  be 
cbtained.  Inflead  of  ferving  th^  Africans,  they  would  do 
them  an  injury,  or  they  would  no  longer  have  control  over 
them ;  and  if  they  could  not  be  fold  as  flaves,  they  would  be 
butchered  and  executed  at  home.  The  honourable  gent1ema|i 
would  likewife  do  great  injury  to  the  trade  of  this  country^  ' 

and  was  about  to  aim  a  furious  blow  at  its  fsommerce.  The 
Alderman  expatiated  on  the  ferious  confequences  which  he 
imagined  likely  to  follow  the  immediate  abolition  of  the 
trade,  and  faid  tbi^t  he  believed  the  African  merchants  were 

VpuXXVI,  ".       A^  willing 
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trilling  to  fubmit  to  any  regulations  which  Parliament  might 
think  It  wife  to  apphr  to  the  trade,  fo  that  it  were  not  abo* 
li(hed  altogether.  He  declaied  that  if  the  Houfe  grounded  a 
bill  upon  1*0  very  importfint  a  fubjefton  any  other  data  than 
evidence  examined  at  their  bar,  they  gave  up  their  inquifito* 
rial  power,  and  fet  fo  dangerous  4  precedent^  that  they  knevr 
not  what  mifchicf  thev  might  do  *    So  far  from  going  b'mdljr 

/  upon  the  ^;r  ^or/f  evidence  contained  in  the  Report  of  the 

Privy  Conncil,  they  ought  to  take  every  evidence  which 
could  be  procured,  and  to  poi]£fs  themfelves  of  every  po^Wle 
degree  of  information  before  they  nient  a  (lep  farther;  and 
therefore  it  was,  that  he  thought  it  a  duty  incumbent  lipon 
him  to  reiiil  the  motion  for  the  Speaker  s  leaving  the  chair. 

Mr.Drake     Mr.  Drake  remarked  that,  upon  the  prefbnt  occafion,  he 
(bould  adopt  the  language  of  the  celebrated  comic  writer  of 
the  ancients  :  **  Homojum :  humanum  nihil  a  me  aienum  p:toJ^ 
1^0  man  could  go  farther  than  he  would,  in  adding  upon  that 
ientiment  |  but  the  prefent  fubjed involved  in  it  confidera  tons 
of  fo  important  a  nature,  that  the  Houfe  ought  not  to dvcide 
upon  it  without  much  previous  difcuflion,  and  infinite  deli- 
.  beration.    As  for  hjnnelf,  he  was  not  prefent  in  the  courfe 
of  the  preceding  week,  when  the  honourable  gentlfsman  who 
introduced  thefubjedV,  and  ftatpd  the  grounds  of  the  opinioq 
which  he  had  formed  i^ppn  it^  in  a '  fpeech  which  did  the 
higheft  honour  to  his  heart,  his  talents,  and  his  eloquence. 
That  honourable  gentleman  Vnew  how  much  he  admired  him 
for  his  humanity  and  his  good  intention  ;  but  although  the 
honourable  gentleman  might  reft  perfectly  afTured  that  he 
would  have  him  with  him  on  almoft  every  queftion  which  he 
could  bring  forward,  yet,    upon  the  prefent  occafion,  the 
honourable  gentleman  muft  allow  him  to  have  fome  doubt$ 
removed)  berore  he  could  expeSt  his  vote.    In  his  ahfence,  an 
abfence  Q^cafioned  by  his  having  been  eiigaged  in  the  dtf- 
chargeof  other  public  duty,  to  which  he  was  willing  to  make 
a  facrifice  of  his  time,  and,  to  a  reafonable  degree,  of  his 
health,  he  underftood  that  a  queftion  had  been  put  to  the 
right  honourable  gentleman,   that   worthy   atid  admirable 
Minifter,  who  might  with  popriety  be  termeo  the  Necker 
of  this  country,  ^ich  had  received  a  diredi  negative.    The 
right  honourable  gentleman,  that  great  and  good  charaAer, 
whom  he  loved  dearly,  that  paragon  of  a  Financier,  that  pa- 
ramount man,  had  declared,  in  the  moft  explicit  terms,  that 
no  compenfi^^tion  was  to  be  given  to  thoie,  who  would  fuflfer 
materially  in  their  property'  by  the  unqualified  abolition  of 
the  flave  trade.    This  he  confidered  to  he  in  the  higheft  de* 

fr^  unjuft.    Upon  this  ground,  he  could  not  avQid  repro* 
ating  the  meafure.    It  was  an  unqualified,  an  immoderate, 
mi  a  defperate  expedient.    He  protefted  that  no  man  was 
'  •  -roor* 
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more  ready  than  he  was  to  vote  away  money,  when  that  mo* 
Bcj  was  to  come  out  of  his  own  pockety  but  that  he  could 
oot  reconcile  it  to  his  confcience  to  be  generous  at  the  ex* 
peace  of  others*  Unlefs,  therefore,  the  property  of  the 
country  was  committed  to  its  fuUeft  extent,  in  order  to  make 
compenfation  to  thofe  who  were  to  be  lofers  "by  the  facrifice 
to  humanit J,  which  fome  gentlemen  were  eager  to  make,  he 
could  not  refrain  from  giving  his  vote  againft  the  Speakei^t 
leaving  the  chair.  Mr*. Drake  apologized  to  the  Houfe  for 
the  rough  way  in  which  he  had  thrown  out  his  thoughts,  de* 
cUring  that  he  came  totally  unprepared  to  fpeak  upon  tho 
fbbjed,  as  the  Houfe  might  perceive^  from  <*  the  unmea* 
futed  phrafe"  which  he  had  lifed  in  exprrffing  his  fentiments* 
All  he  wilhed  was,  that  a  reafonable  indemnity  ihou!4  be 
made  to  thofe  who  were  to  fuffer  in  their  property  by  the 
meafure  propofed,  and  in  that  idea  he  relied  on  the  juftice^ 
Ae  generofity,  and  the  candor  of  the  majority  of  that  Houfe^ 
fer  concurrence  and  fupport.  In  conclufion,  Mr.  Drake  re- 
peatedly declared,  that  with  regard  to  the  Speaker^s  leaving 
the  chair,  he  ftiould  fay,  ^^NoT  That  as  for  himfelf^  he 
was  not  a  perfeA  man ;  but  *<  H<manum  eft  trrare!^  He  was^ 
kowever,  convinced  that  the  propofition  of  the  honourable 
gentleman  for  the  total  abolition  of  the  flave^trade,  was  very 
prej\dicial  to  the  intereAs  of  Great  Britain,  as  a  political  nsT- 
tioo;  nor  ihould  he  fleep  found  at  night  upon  his  pillbw9.4f 
the  Houfe  agreed  to  it  fo  precipitately;  he  was  more  and 
more  confirmed  in  the  opinion,  that  the  abolition  would  be 
deftmdive  to  our  commerce,  and  therefore  he  fhould  refift 
the  motion,  and  not  recede  one  inch 

Mr.  Alderman  Newnham  contended  that  the  Report  of  the  Mr.  Aid. 
Privy  Council  ought  not  to  be  ma  Je  a  ground  of  p^eeding  Ncw&bam 
intfaiat  Houfe;  not  that  he  meant  to  caft  any  reflexion  on 
the  Privy  Council,  or  to  fuggeft,  th.it,  in  taking  the  evU 
deiKe,  and  forming  the  Keport,  they  had  not  a£ted  with  per« 
fed  fairnefs ;  but  he  conceived  that  every  evidence  dated  to 
that  Houfe  ought  to  be  examined  carefully,  and  the  Houfe 
ihoQld  alfo  have  the  benefit  of  a  crofs-examination  of  the  wit« 
nefles,  which  could  not  be  the  cafe,  unlefs  the  witnefTes  were 
examined  at  the  bar  of  the  Houfe.     He  had  prefented  a  peti- 
tion the  other  day,  againft  the  abolition  of  the  ilave  trade^ 
from  the  African  merchants,  and  he  well  knew  that  they 
were  perfeAly  ready  to  receive  any  regulation  that  the  Houui 
fl&ould  think  proper  to  make,  nor  did  the  M inifter's  pledging 
himfelf  that  nothing  (hort  of  an  entire  abolition  could  curf 
the  evils  and  mifchief  attending  the  trade,  dt  all  convince 
him  that  fuch  was  the  fadl.    With  regard  to  the  property  of 
the  country  being  anfi^  erable  for  the  lofles  that  would  fol« 
lew  the  abolition,  as  the  honourable  gentleman  who  (poke 
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lad  had  ftated ;  and  the  fy&,  was,  that  the  lofs  muft  ulti* 

^roatcly  fall  on  the  property  of  the  country,  becaufe  the 
country  in  general  would  participate  in  thofe  lofTes.     IF  a 

*  fevere  blow  were  ft  ruck  at  the  commerce  of  the  country,  it 
would  itk&  the  landed  intereft,  and  aSeO.  the  funds,  'i  he 
national  debt  would  fuifer  from  it,  the  money  to  diminifli  it 
would  no  longer  accrue,  and  every  man  of  every  defcHption^ 
who  at  prefent  thought  himfelf  by  no  means  conneded,  or 

-concerned  in  the  queftion  of  the  flave  trade,  would  feel 
that  its  confequences  came  home  to  him  and  his  intereils. 
The  honourable  gentleman  had  faid  that  the  French  would 
riin  the  race  of  humanity  with  us.  Was  this  certain?  Could 
It  be  determined,  whether  upon  our  Quitting  the  flave  trade, 
•     the  French  would  not  take  it  up  ?     At  any  rate,  we  ihould 

'^  make  flaves  cheaper  to  other  countries*  For  thefe,  and  a 
variety  of  other  reafons,  the  A Iderqian  contended  that  the 
Houfe  ought  not  to  run  the  hazard  of  giving  an  important 
and  valuable  branch  of  trade  out  of  their  hands,  and  therefore 
he  declared  that  he  fbould  objedi  to  the  Speaker's  leaving  the 
chair. 
Mr.  Mr,  Powys  wifhed  to  know  the  mode  meant  to  be  purfued 
Powy«.  by  the  honourable  mover,  when  the  Speaker  ihould  leave  the 
chair.  He  was  fbrry  that  his  plan  had  not  been  fufiiciently 
explained.  If  it  had  been  clearly  illuft  rated  what  he  intended 
•to  introduce  in  the  Committee,  gentlemen  could  eafily  have 

'  come  to  their  determinations  concerning  the  propriety  of  the. 
meafure;  but,  as  it  appeared  at  prefent,  an  opinion  could 
not  be  formed  with  that  corre^nefs  neceffary  on  fuch  a  mo- 
mentous fubjeft.  The  evidence  now  before  the  Houfe  he 
confidered  as  partial,  incomplete,  and  unfatisfa£lory.  He 
had  endeavoured  to  make  up  his  mind  on  the  occafion,  hut 
found  it  impoflible.  Why  ?  Becaufe  he  could  not  confent  to 
^  any  deviation  from  the  ufual  rules  of  Parliament*     He  could 

not  admit  the  evidence  of  a  Privy  Council  as  competent  for 
the   Houfe.     There  was,  however,  another  objection,  the 
refolutions  propofed  by  the  honourable  gentleman,  on  whofc 
humanity  he  was  ready  to  beftow  the  higheft  encomiums,  had 
not  been  a  fufScient  time  before  the  Houfe.  .  Hence  he  could 
not  form  any  opinion  on  the  fubje6^.     The  mode  of  proceed- 
ing, he  was  forry  to  fay,  had  been  rather  Irregular  and  un- 
fatisfadiory.     He  acknowledged  that  from  the  information 
which  had  been  produced  during  the  lall  feflion  of  Parliament, 
he  was  ready  to  give  his  confent  to  the  introduftion  of  a  bill 
for  the  abolition  of  the  flave  trade.     While,  however,  he 
made  this  confeflion,  he  could  not  acquiefce  to  an  unparlia* 
.    .  .       --  'mentary  ufage.     Evidence  ought  to  be  called  to  the  bar  in 
*   ^    the  manner  uniformly  adopted,  ar.d  the  bufinefs  receivcf  a 
^       fair  and  candid  dIfculUon.    The  evidence  he  muft;  as  a  M^m- 
"•3  lK?r 
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berof  Parliament  appointed  to  zA  as  a  guardian  for  his  con- 
ilituents  and  the  nation  at  large,  condemn.  If  the  abolition 
of  the  flave  trade  be  thought  right,  let  us  not  pro<;eed  upoa 
erroneous  principles.  Let  us  call  the  merchants  to  our  bar^ 
and  demand  their  reafons  for  fuch  a  traffic.  Let  us  hot  de- 
priTC  them  of  their  trade  without  bearing  them  in  their  own 
vindication.  He  muft  demur  (he  faid)  to  the  precipitation 
which  appeared ;  and  as  he  could  never  agree  to  any  a£t  of  the 
nature  now  in  agitation  without  a  full  examination  of  evi« 
dence  at  the  bar,  he  confidered  himfelf  bound  to  oppolc  the 
motion  for  the  Speaker^s  leaving  the  chair. 

Mr.  Rolle  difapproved  of  the  evidence  of  the  Privy  Coun-  Mr,  Rolk 
cil  as  unparliamentary  and  irregular.  He  confidered  the 
queftion  for  the  abolition  of  the  flave  trade  as  very  important 
to  the  intereft  of  the  country.  It  was  what  concerned  all 
Europe,  the  fubjeds  of  which  were  now  waiting  with  an- 
xiety for  the  determination  of  the  Houfe.  He  had  been  in- 
ftrofted  by  his  conflftuents  to  oppofe  the  propofition ;  but, 
liad  he  not  received  their  injundions,  he  ihould,  from  his 
own  convi&ion,  have  aded  in  the  fame  manner.  He  hoped 
that  gentlemen  would  not  proceed  with  that  precipitation 
which  was  now  evident.  He  flattered  himfelf  that  they 
would  now  paufej  and  ferioufly  conflder  the  fatal  tendency 
of  the  meafure  to  our  commerce,  and  to  our  importance  as  a 
great  political  nation.  He  concluded  by  declaring  that  he 
was  refolved  to  infift  upon  hearing  every  kind  oiF  evidence 
which  could  be  produced;  and  therefore  he  oppofed  the 
Speaker's  living  the  chair  till  the  Houfe  fhould  have  received 
better  information  on  the  fubjefl. 

Mr.  Alderman  Watfon  remarked  that  as  the  qveflion  re-  Mr.  AM; 
fpetling  the  flave  trade,  was  of  the  utmoft  magnitude  and  Wacfon* 
importance,  it  ought  not  to  be  decided  upon  but  from  the  ful- 
left  and  moft  fatisfa£lory  evidence.     Upon  this  occaflon,   it 
behoved  the  Houie  to  recur  to  teftimonics  of  every  nature 
connefted  with  a  jjoint  of  fuch  material  confequence. 

Mr.  Henniker  having  begged  leave  earneflly  to  prefs  upon     Mr. 

the  Houfe  the  neceflSiy  of  fully  inveftigating  the  particular  Henniker. 

fiate  and  management  of  the  flave  trade,  pievioufly  to  their 

decifion  concerning  thepropofal,  declared  that  in  his  opinion 

proper  regulations  might  anfwer  every  necefl[hry  end  of  huma- 

n:ty,  and  that  the  trade  might  flil!  be  maintained.     Having 

premifed  that  he  held  in  his  hand  an  original  letter  from  the 

King  of  the  Dawhomayians,  a  people  inhabiting  a  diilridl  of 

Africa,  300  miles  inland  from  the  fea ;  that  this  letter  had 

been  fent  to  Kfng  George  L;  was  found  among  the  papers  of 

Jatnes,  the  firft  Duke  of  Chnndos,  who  had  been  governor 

rf  the  African  compaifyj  had  defcended  from  the  late  Duke 

to 
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to  the  prefent,  and  was  by  t'  e  prefent  Duke  put  into   bi^ 
(Mr.  Henniker's)  hands.     He  then  lead  as  follows: 

'<  From  RiT  great  and  principal  palace  of  Abomey  in  thi 
^  kingdom  of  Dawbomay  aind  empire  of  Pawpow*  Janu* 
••  ary  1726, 

**  Great  Prince, 

'^  Being  informed  and  (enfible  o^  your  mighty  warrs^ 
^<  grandure  and  pewer  oTer  other  white  kings  and  kingdomsj 
**  makes  me  fend  home  your  fubje£)  Bullfinch  Lambe  whona 
^<  wee  call  Yewo  or  white  man,  not  haveing  or  ever  bad  any 
*^  in  our  kingdoms  before ;  though  my  brother  and  fathei 
*<  before  me  made  confiderable  offers  to  the  kings  of  Ardah| 
<*  Whidah  and  Jacquin,  to  permit  and  encourage  one  to  cotnc 
*^  to  us  that  wee  mought  fee  what  wee  had  fo  much  heard  of^ 
<<  and  look  upon,  as  it  ware  allmoft  eaqual  to  our  gods, 
**  though  many  of  my  common  fubjeds  never  thought  oi 
^  fuch  people  being  in  the  world,  till  I  made  a  captive  of  the 
*<  faid  white  roan,  att  my^conquell  over  the  great  king  and 
*^  kingdom  of  Aidah ;  my  country  being  from  the  great  wat- 
*^  ters  or  f(ft  about  300  miles,  which  we  nor  anv  of  oar  fub* 
*^  jeAs  was  ever  permitted  to  come  to  fee,  (unlefs  when 
**  made  flaves  of)  for  it  was  impoffibk  to  come  thare  without 
*^  paffing  through  the  countrey  of  the  then  great  king  ol 
^*  Ardain  alfo  the  Widah^s  or  Jacquin's  country,  which  they 
*^  wooM  not  permitt. 

^'  I  hope  this  may  be  a  means  of  making,  me  known  to 
^*  Your  Majefty  and  tradeing  fubjeds  to  thefe  parts,  and  as 
**  a  token  of  my  defired  friendfliip  and  alliance  fend  by  him 
**  to  Your  Majefty,  a  prefent  of  fourty  flaves,  and  if  yoa 
^'  defire  it  fourty  times  fourty  are  at  your  fervice ;  the  other 
^  fourty  which  I  ^ave  given  him,  he  is  to  make  ufe  of  as  he 
**  think  fitt,  to  enable  him  to  return  to  me  again,  and  bring 
^'  back  with  him  his  linguifter  Adome  Oronoco  Als  Captain 
^*  Tain,  for  whom  I  have  a  great  vallew«  Your  Affrican 
*  <^  company,  of  which  I  underftand  you  are  the  chie^  I  am 
*<  informed  dofe  not  trade  fo  much  as  ufal,  by  reafon  they 
<^  want  your  friendfliip  and  encoragement,  as  formerly  they 
^  had  from  yourpredeceflbrs;  but  now  hope  and  begg  youM 
**  promoate  trade  to  thefe  parts,  and  they  fliall  find  much 
**  better  ufage  and  treatement  than  they  did  in  tlie  reign  of 
*^  the  arbitrary  king  or  emperor  of  Ardah  and  Tacouin,  &c. 

<'  I  am  mignttily  furpriied  ate  one  thing  this  white  man 

*^  tells  me  amongft  others  which  is  that  hereafter  thare  will 

<<  be  a  reftitution  of  all  things,  no  more  warn,  no  more 

.  ^<  trader  nor  no  more  people,  die  wee  muft,  that  wee  fee 

^'  daily,  but  the  other  Aartlets  me;  for  after  death  weccer- 

**  certainly 
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^  tainiy  belie?e  wee  flullbe  fomething  in  the  other  world  as 
<*  welt  as  this,  and  who  Ihall  be  affraid  to  die  which  is  a 
"  thing  fo  common. 

^  t  match  admire  the  white  man's  way  of  correfpondingy 
^  by  way  ot  writjng,  tlie  knowledge  of  wich  and  other  things 
<<  your  God  has  given  you  beyond  us,  by  which  means  yuu 
^  know  his  ways,  wee  think  and  believe  him  to  be  the 
**  greateft  of  gods,  and  that  he  has  appointed  our  gods  or  fete- 
*<  alhes  to  rule,  govern,  dire&»  kill  or  deftroy  u^  as  weeadl» 

'<  But  wee  think  it  very  flrange  that  your  God,  laws  and 
*  cuftoms  confine  fo  great  a  king  to  one  wife,  and  that  the 
^  women  have  and  are  allowed  fo  much  power  as  wee  here; 
^  thay  are  even  to  reign  over  men— but  no  more  of  thaty 
^  cuftoms  of  countries  differ. 

^  1  his  white  man  i  have  detained  near  this  three  years,  to 
'^  inferme  me  as  much  as  he  could  of  your  manners,  cuftoms, 
^  and  bws,  and  withall  till  1  had  fubdued  other  petty  king- 
^  doins^.and  made  myfelfe  lole  monarck  down  to  the  fea; 
^  and  then  in  land  I  have  worke  enough  for  many  years, 
^  fo  that  thare  will  nor  (hall  be  any  want  of  Haves. 

^  I  have  yet  that  proud  king  and  people  of  Widah  to  fub«» 
^  dew,  who  vainly  think  thefmfelves  above  my^power;  but 
**  rie  let  tbem  fee  thare  is  no  withftanding  the  Dawhomayns 
*'  nnkls  thare  owne  gods  fight  againft  them. 

**  By  this  white  man's  means  or  perfuafions,  I  have  defift- 
^  ed  for  this  year  paft,  and  have  likewife  forborne  going  on 
<<  Jacqutn^  (^ho  lince  have  fut>mitted  themfelves,  and  be- 
^  come  tribotary  tp  roe)  he  telling  me  that  it  would  be  a 
*^  difcoun^ment  to  trader  and  1  mould  frighten  away  the 
^  white  n^en,  for  whom  1  have  great  vallew ;  but  now  i  find 
^  1  have  no  way  to  bring  the  widahs  under  but  by  foarce, 
^*  it  rouft  be  done,  and  wlien  I  fend  my  grneral  and  captain 
^  of  war  on  an  arrent,  thay  muft  not  com  back  without  fuc- 
«cefs. 

* ''  My  grandfather  was  no  warryer,  and  only  enlarged  his 
^  dominions  by  conquering  one  kingdom ;  my  father  nine; 
^  bat  my  brother  fought  Teventy-nine  battles,  in  which  he 
^  fnbdewed  feveral  petty  Ictngdoms;  but  myfelf  have  f  ^ught 
"  two  hundred  and  nine  battles,  in  wich  1  have  fubdewed 
*^  many  great  kings  and  kingdoms,  fome  of  which  are  con- 
^  tinually  revolting  and  keeps  me  employed. 

**  Bv  computation  I  can  fend  near  500,000  armed  and  well- 
"  (kilrd  man  to  battle,  that  being  what  all  my  fubjeAs  are 
^  bread  to  (but  the  women  fla  v  at  home  to  planr  and  manure 
^  the  earth).  I  alio  keep  a  fnffitcient  number  of  armed  forces 
^  about  me,  leaft  I  fhould  be  attacked  or  fnrprized  from  the 
^  nonhward,  eflward^  or  weftward^  and  my  army  gon  t» 
!f  the  Ibatbward. 
^    '  ffBoatb 
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^'  Boath  I  and  my  predecefibrs  ware,  and  areygret  admirers 
*^  of  firearmeSy  and  have  allmpft  intirely  left  of  the  ufe  of 
^  bows  and  arrows,  though  much  nearer  the  fea  ufe  them,  and 
^  other  old  falhoned  weapons,  as  fcragged  fpears,  and  a  (hort 
^  fort  of  batt  or  ftick,  with  a  large  nobb  at  the  end,  which 
**  they  To  dcxtroufly  throw,  that  whatever  it  hits,  it  prodi- 
*<  gloufly  brufes  and  wounds ;  but  we  think  none  better  than 
**  the  gunn,  and  a  neree  forte  of  mufkeet*  or  cutlafs,  which 
**  wee  make  ourfelves,  and  will  deave  as  a  (-iroad  axe. — Could 
•*  wee  but  come  into  the  fecret  of  making  powder,  or  be  l>«t- 
^*  ter  fupplyed,  I  fliould  fpent  vaft  quantities  in  my  diver- 
*^  fion,  haveing,  at  the  conqueft  of  Ardah,  taken  feve rail 
*^  pieces  of  canon,  which  was  thought  a  great  thing  to  be 
**  brought  up  fo  far  as  thare ;  but  my  people  brought  thecQ 
**  up  to  me,  with  feverall  others  1  have  fnice  purchafed, 
^*  which  has  been  very  diflicult  and  troilbiefome  to  bring  by. 
^^  hand,  fo  farr  inland  ;  but  my  people  (lick  or  ilop  ate.  no- 
^  **  thing  to  ferve  me,  for  I  reward  them  well,  and  pimifK 
^^  them  well,  according  to  there  deferts,  a  rule  with  nae  in 
**  government. 

**  As  I  acknowledge  you  the  greateft  of  Kings,  under 
^'  your  unic^  flag,  which  1  have  taken  upon  o^e  to  hoift^ 
**  I  drink  your  \iaje(ly's  health,  and  fhould  oftner,  only  I 
•*  am  obliged  all  ways  to  keep  a  fuMicient  magazine  of  pow- 
•*  der,  for  fear  of  being  attacked  by  fome  great  countries, 
^^  which  are  beyond  and  wjde  of  ipc;;  but  as  they  are  att  a 
**  vaft  diflance,  andmuft  be  a  confiderable  time  a-coming,  I 
**  have  always, ti mo  te  prepare  to  receive  them,  as  wee  did 
^*  in  my  brother's  reigne,  the  Great  Niillpw  Yowzie  Coco- 
**  tow  yallecewtrode  Tropa  King  of  VViniey,  who  with  liis 
**  army  of  feverall  hundred  thopfand^^  \yere  deftroyed  (my- 
?'  felf  being  then  head  general.)  The  King's  head  we  have 
*'  preferved  to  this  day,  with  flefh  and  hare  on;  the  head  of 
♦*  tiisgeneralls  wee  c!iftinguin")ed  by  giving  them  pi^e  on 
**  each  fide  of  the  doers  of  our  Fet^afli  houfes  ;  and  his  under 
*^  captains  of  warr^s  heads  have  paved  all  before  the  doores  ; 
f*  and  'behead  of  the  common  foldiers  wee  fhatt  round  ^hc 
f*  walls  of  the  palae  of  our  anceftors,  as  clofe  as  they  can 
**  lye  one  by  another;  and  fince  that  1  have  been  to  fortu- 
•*  nate  in  wair.  that  1  have  not  rnly  compleated  that  (which 
♦*  is  in  circumference  about  three  miles)  hut  three- fourths  of 
?*  my  owne  houfe  before  I  was  king,  which  is  about  a^roile 
**  and  a  half  rounds  and  hope  in  time  to  compleat  the  out 
walls  of  all  my  great  houfes  in  the  fame  manner,' which 
are  in  number  leven,  and  containes  my  wife^,  which  are 
**  in  number  at  leaft  as  many  thoufands,  befifleshoufehold 
'^  flaves,  but  no  man  deeps  with^i  thi^.^aUs  of  any  of  them 
♦*  after  fun-fett"bat  myfelfe. 
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**  Mjhoofei  under  royfclf  is  entirely' governM  hf  my 
''  chiefe  wifesy  "with  all  the  eafe  imaginabk,  unlefs  doi^' 
**  ktepen  and  rhaFe  affiflants,  who  are  always  a  tobuik  fort 
*<  of  women  flaves.  I  have  no  difturhiince  or  controverfiies 
"  whatever,  either  amongfl  m  y  ^ifes  or  other  fubjeAs,  every 
'<  one  knowing  thare  duty,  p^ace,  and  ftation,  for  if  any 
'^  tranigrefs  a|^9in(l  my  laws  or  cuftoms,'  or  act  leafl' them 
*^  of  my  fere-fatherSy  thay  mull  fuffer  by  death,  and  foine'^ 
**  time*  not  in  my  power  to  fave  them^  without  violating  th^ 
^Manrsofmy  gods,  kingdom,  and  predeceflbrs,  and  brings 
**  tfuiecurfe  on  me  and  country  :  however  1  never  give  fen- 

*  tence  without  fuAcient  proof,  or  the  gods  conviding  them 
"^  by  thare  taking  thefetea^,  and  after  that  I  fometimes  e\\^ 
^  deavour  to  make  it  up  by  thare  contrition,  and  fome  ofFerr 
*^  ings  to  the  gods  and  my  deceafed  relations,  who,  wee 
**  firmly  believe,  has' a  power  orrevenging  any  wrongs  dont 
*^  to  them  by  violating  the  laws  and  cuftomsof  th^re  eouo- 
^  try  and  anceftors,  and  that  it  is  in  thare  power jilfo  to 
"  profper  us  or  fruftrate  our  defigns,  najr  even  to  take  a  way 

*  our  lives. 

**  I  hope  you,  or  att  leaft  your  trading  fuhjefis,  will  fend 
**  me  back  this  white  man  as  governor,  or  chief  oVer  othef 
'*  white  man  and  woman,  to  live  in  my  country,  and  thay 
^  (ball  have  as  many  of  my  fuhjeSs  as  they  deiire  tp  affi/; 
^  them  in  building  a  caftle,  fort,  houfe,  or  fapufes,  as  thay^ 
"  ihall  think  fitt  and  contenient  fortr^de* 

**  When  I  fend  my  forces  againft  Widah,  as  I  fully  pro- 
^  pofe  to  do^  I  fhall  give  orders  to  tny  generals  to  take  care 
''  not  to  hurte  any  of  the  white  mans  goods  or  perfnns,  if 
^  they  keep  in  thare  fort  and  faAory  ;  but  if  they  come  in  9 
^  warrlikc  manner  to  affifte  the  kings  and  people,  and  ha'p*^ 
"  pened  to  be  killM  and  wound,  m^{^  not  blame  me  or^ 
^  people. 

**  '\  his  white  man  will  informe  your  merchants  traders  tp 
^  my  country  what  1  deiire  and  is  fitt  for  me,  for  thare  is 
^  nothing  fo  coftly,  rich,  and  fine,  but  what  lie  purchafe*] 
^  eveato  a  thoufand  (laYes  for  any  (ingle  thing  (that  may* 
**  he  worth  it),  he  Icnows  what  He  like,  befides  the  common 
^  commodities^  at  guns,  powder^  cowries,  our  moneye^ 
"  &c, 

•*  For  as  I  hcaf  you  are  the  greateft'bf  white  kings,  fo  I 
^  thmk  myfelf  the  grrateft  of  black  ones  or  emperor,,  having 

*  now  of  many  kings  under  me,  who  diffte  not  come  into 
**  mvprefence  without  falling  flatt  on  the  ground,,  aiid  rub* 
*^  bing  their  mouth  nine  times  in  the  duft  before  they  opens 
*'  it  to  fpeak  to  me ;  and  when  I  confier  any  dignities  or  fa* 
^  vourson  themi  wipe  tbo  ibles  of  my  feet  witirthe  haire 
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?!  r^ihPT  hp9i^h  t|>rp?in|5  dutkovtf  tl^emfflyci,  jjn^  maker 
f  Jn^  the  ye'fy  ikies  fine  with  tb^es  9nd  there  peoples  9cc^- 
ff  mations';'but'thi^bh^as  tomyo^nepeople  anufabjeftf  $ 
f«  as  tp  the  w^ite  main,  he  always  f^tt  in  a  pliaip  in  iny  prp* 
f^  fence  as  J  did^  and  a^^ayp  /hfwed  hii^  the  i^a^  compli'- 
<^  ixiehts';^$he  jQ^ewfd'  ipe,  find  (hall  ^optine^y  to  aU  ^hit^ 
f'^  man  (he  faipe^  according  to  their  fta.tipn'i* 

,**^  ^ily  ^uRpips  di^f  vef y  njuph  ^rpm  ihciji  qf  the  )cin£t 
*J  of  Afdah,'  fer  thf y,  ^fter  bcipg  fijadf  kin^s  npypr  ffent 
V  ouf  pf  ^opr^fi  or  aUyb^j  tp  be  leene  by  the  coipjqiidn  i»eople. 


^  ^ut  lalways  indulged  and  diverted  themfplyef  jn  the  fmall 


f'  neighbouring  nations  the  greater  an4  richer  the  ipore  wc 
**  have;  bpt  as  fo^e^ucks,  (a  iifeleff  ^prt  of  tel)pws)  \  gav^ 
*\  t|iein'|>ac)L  to  hif  fon  with  fon^i^  thoulan^s  of  bis  ofd  people 
*'  and  relations. '  On  my  reiloring  him  to  his  kingdom^ 

fj  ^hjch  is  no^  tributary  tp  my,  with  the  feft  qf  hV  f^ffP*"* 
^!  ^ant  ^in^do'ms,  rime  of  whofe  princess  cam^  ip  ppe  ^OQih 
'f  to  \>e  fe-enilated  by  me,  which  I  did  with  the  fame  ce^e«^ 
^f  isony  ^9  fprmerly  dope  bjr  the  kings  of  Ardah)  Vhich  it 
^^  as  foiloWsy  viz.  Beir^  afiembledf  they  ugnify  \q  fpme  of 
^*  therhyihat  they  are  come  to  Tubmitt  th^mfelv^  and  cocui'- 
*^  trys  to  ipe»  and  that  for  ey^er  after  they  iif  ill  owne  no  one  to 
'<  be'the  great  Icing  or  emperor/  but  me  ami  my  fucceflbrs/ 
^.  depy  any  s^llegiance  tci  the  king  qf  A^x^^tiy  yfluchyrsLi 
*^f.  killed  ip  the  cpnoueft,  sifid  T\oyf,  af  if  ^ar^  in  thebuflii^, 
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\  but  if  he  has  hot  ^  S''?^^  ^^''&  h?^^^  his  a^he/^ts  may 
f  change  to  "(bare  the  (ame  fate  a^  ^1$  h^^P^ll^r  ^'^  ^9^  ^^• 
'\  have  his  bead  if  poffible  ;  but  as  to 'the  qe  feQxqqy*  it  (^og 
ft  fighi&d  tp  me  ay  bcjtori^  f  9r,4kr\  (ill^  gpurtd;  h:ttt,  chair, 
V.  and  foard  to  be.  Droueht'out  by  feparate  perfonsL  and  car- 
*\  ried  before  me  .to  the  prmce  who  is.  to  receve  them,  upoa 
'<  which  two  of  my  old  oves  or  judges  velte  mm  with  the. 
^  gouhde  and  hat^  t^n  \  (eat  hi m  iip.th^  c^air^*  and  deliver 
r  tt>  h?T'  <^  'P^'^Si  ^jch  hV  is'tp  be  affiftanjt  to  ipe  W,ith,. 
^  and  d^ff nd  his  ccuntry  a^ainft  any.  of  ouif  emmW^i  ihit 
V.  being  done,  he^rifgs  frpm,  the  ^^ftirc,  ^l\$  on  the.  ground^ 
/  ^?4  k#s.»;  nine  time^,  an<l]^{,Ye^^  eyejry  tl^re^  pjiappmg. 
^  hix  handjK  in  a  Very  jegular  m^anner,  thj^  {ap|i|^,ii  doi^  by 


••  all.¥?.<?!>6/hi«rf  afld  Bfople  ihgut  hip,  which  I  ^wer. 
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^  that  time,  thechaire  ^ing  for  his  own  jtipuf^  ^ipohgftihit 
<'  owi  fobjeds';  alter  diii  I  dtfmifs  him  with  ffiving Jiiqn 
^  and  people  feVerall  pref^nts  of  clauth,  ,€oraU»  ]>rai^d j^ 
^  pip«i  dni  toiia'cco^  and  a  Ainie  of  money^  to  bear  thcjgr 
**  etpenoek  home,  they  bemg  pleajfed  with  tBe  reception  thff 
^  mett'  y^itW  ihd  I  wl^h  having'  added  a  kingdom  to  my 
<*  dominions.  .  ^        . .  :, 

.  ^  We  bat e  1  cuRorfi,  wliich  is  quite  tontraijtb  Ardahr 
^  t'ienk— r  am  obliged  to  go  put  at  different  times  iti  the  )rev# 
**  mi  ffrow  great  qtiiintities  of  gtibds  9|nd  money  amoiigi||k 
^  the  common  peo|)le^  and  malce^facrifices,  to  our  gods  and 
^  fcfefiithers,  (ometimes  of  (laves  (which  cuftbm  I  haVA 
**  muU)  broke)  fooietimeiof  horfes^  other  timei  of  oxen^  and 
*^  6tft^ creatiites.  .  ,  ,  >., 

*'*  f  yery  often  befides  love  to  go  abrpad.abou^  eight  or  t^ 
"  n/Of^s  ah  end,  in  What  is  dalfd  by  the  ^ortuguefe  i  fujpec* 
^  enttne  ;  not  but  that  I  have  many  fine  chaires,  but  do  not 
^  Hkfe  to  truft  to' my  peopled  carrying  tWm^'  not  being  (q 
^  mucfa'ufed  to  them  as  the'othpr,  Wheii  I  am  out  1  fis 
"  myfelf  under  fome  great  fliadey  trjsie;  whard  I  view  whait 
*  ntichb^  of  armed  people  I  have  (eady  in  two  or  three 
^^  hoArs ;  by  this  time  up  comes  two  or  three  hundred  of^mj 
^  inftripr  wift's,  the  chi.ef  favourites  being  about,  my  perfoA 
^  in  Amtfry*  ftatiohs,  fbihe  to  .fan  and  cool  me,  others  to 
**  keep  the  flies  away  with  whiiks,  others^hblding  my  armes9 
^  al  guns,  pifiofs^  and  fabre,  &c*  others  again  holding  k^ 
^  dyOills  br  hunibreriows^  which  ftand  pn  xhp  gtoundand 
*^  make  a  cahopy  over  my  chalre,  and  another  to  fill  and 
^  light  mv'  pipc;^  which  being  done^  I  order  the  afqrefaid 
*^  bahds  or  women  to  be' unloaded,  who.  have  each  ;i  cafe  of 
^  brandy>  though  cloaiheii  in  criiofon,  green,  bluet  and 
**  bfa^k'velyett  and  fine  filks,  and  arrayed  with  |;teat  q^ianr 
"  titles 'of  large  corall  (for  my  flaves  buy  me  things  of  aU 
'' narions.)  Befides,  I  have  many  fine  things  whichjcomea 
"  ovief  iaAd^  by  a  people  which  are  called  Mallays,'  and^t 
^  in  comeing  fome'months ;  there  religion  are  1vlahoQ;ietjint 
*<  (and  telU  roe  that  near  the  Tea,  on  the  other  fide,  ^e  a 
^.  fort  of  white'  man ;)  I  have  mapy  of  thefe  people  in  pxy 
**  country^  and  follow  thare  feveral  occupations  as  well  aa 
**  trading^  in  which  I  give  them  great  encouragement  (asJ 
^  dd  to  afl  ft  rangers.)  I  have  appointed  a  governor  or  pett^ 
•*  king  of  their  owne  over  them  ;  thefe  ware  the  pepple^^ho 
*•  forte^f  them  ufed'  to  go  dowh  to  \Vhidah  and  Jacquin^ 
*  atid'come  back  and  give  us  an  account  of  the  ftranger 
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<*.  manner  of  fl^tps  and  white  nan  conning  tOr  tnd^  thare» 
^<  which  we  long  found  to  be  true  by  thare  gunns,  powder, 
**  and  all  forts  or  goods  being  brought  from  market  to  mar- 
"ket. ' 

"  But  to  return : — When  I  have  fmokcd  my  pipe,  and  my 
'*  people  have  pretty  well  exercifed  therafclves  in  adlivety  of 
^'  body,  by  running,  lejping,  and  firing  thare  arms,  as  if 
**  engaged,  i  order  my  brandy  to  be  diftributed,  which  is 
*•  foone  made  away  with,  and  then  the  fun  being  pretty 
^  well  gon,  I  return  home  with  the  acclamations  of  my 
'^.  people,  with  my  drums  beating,  and  homes  of  different 
'**  fortes  founding,  with  other  fortes  of  my  country  mufick^ 
f^  in  wich  I  have  great  numbers  day  and  night  contiaually 
**  imployed  about  my  houfe. 

^^  r/hall  not  treble  you  much  more  on  thefe  things»  but 
^<  ho|^e  to  hear  from  Your  Majefty  j^r  the  aforefaid  white 
'^<  man,  who  has  promifed  me  to  return,  and  bring  back  with 
<<  him  his  aforefaid  linguifter,.  Captain-  Tom,  who  is  one  of 
'*<  the  king  of  Jacquitvs  family,  who  T  took  likewife  at  Ax- 
^'  dah  with  him,  and  being  deHreou^  to  go  and  fee  Englandy 
'^  I  fend  him,  that  on  his  return,  unlefs  death  prevents,  he 
''^  may  give  me  a  large  account  oJF  Yoyr  Majefty  countries 
*^  an({  dominions ;  and  that  he  m^y  the  better  qualify  him* 
^  felfe  for  the  great  poii  of  Yewo  Gah  AIs,  Captain  Blancc^ 
^'  or  the  white  man*s  Cibofhiere,  wliich  I  defigne  to  give  him 
**  on  his  return,  an^  hope  that  heM  be  more  fitt  and  capable 
^  toanfwer  the  white  man*s  endes  than  any  one  heretofore^ 
^    '^^  knowing  thare  ways  and  cuftoms. 

**  So  one  more  hopeing  Your  Majefty,  the  company  or 
'^  trading  fubje£ls  will  not  fail  to  fend  me  back  this  white 
*'  man,  who  is  now  to  me  as  much  as  my  fon,  whom  I  de- 
^^  fign  ihall  fucceed  me,  and  whoever  comes  with  him  fliall 
**  not  want  encouragement ;  neither  (hall  any  fliip  that 
'^  comes  by  his  mean^,  and  to  him,  pay  any  tribute  or  cuf* 
^  toms  to  me,  as  they  did  to  the  king  of  Ardah,  for  fix 
^*  years  after  his  arrival  att  Jacquin  or  Dawhomay. 

"  He  can  informc  you  more  att  large  of  my  wars,  con- 
'^'  quefts,  greathefs  and  grandure,  thougl)  a  black ;  fo  ftiall 
<<  take  leave,  and  hope  your  God  will  always  profper  your 
'*  wars  and  tv^dertakeings,  and  committ  the  fatd  whae  man 
<<  to  his  and  ypur  care,  for  I  (hall  not  faile  (as  I  have  already 
•*  done)  to  offer  facrifices  to  mine  continually  for  his  preftr- 
^}  vation  and  fafe  return,  with  aflurances  to  them  that  on  it 
^^  I  will  give  for  that  purpofe  oxen,  hoggs,  (heep,  and 
^<' goafs  ac.  and  fhall  be  more  rejoiced  att  it,  then  att 
"■^  the  gr^teit  battle  or  ccnqueft  I  ever  won;  fo  I, remain, 
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^'  with  tht  flQoft  profound  refpeA,  as  tbe  Gods  hkr^  diade 

^  tts  bjackt'to  ferve  you, 

*^  Great  Prince, 
^*  Your  Mijefty's  jnofl  faithful  and 
**  obedient  friend  humble  fervant^ 

<<  Tnido  Audato  Povefaw  Dan» 
**  jercnjon  ^uvcveto  Ene-Mot- 
"  tee  Addee  Pow,  a  Powlo 
^  Cow  HuUow  Neccrcfy, 

^'  Emperor  of  Dawbomay* 

**  P.  S.  Could  J  write  my  own  hand,  or  explain  myfelf  at 
*^  I  would,  I  ihould  fay  a  great  deal,  but  betieve  this  white 
^  man  has  done  it  as  much  as  poffible.** 

Paving  read  tlie  letter,  Mr.  Henniker  obferved,  that  (ar 
from  admiring  the  writer,  he  thought  him  a  detefiable  cha- 
ncer. The  fafis,  iiowevei)  mentioned  in  the  letter^  af- 
ffifdtd  an  unanfwerable  proof,  that  the  Africans  were  nata- 
liUy  inclined  to  barbarity,  fince  the  horrid  praAices  which 
k  had  read  an  account  of,  were  committed  by  a  prince  and 
pto|)le  rdidenf  three  hundred  miles  diilant  from  the  fea,  and 
wbocoofequently  could  not  liave  been  taught  by  Europeans 
toafi  fuch  (cenesof  cruelty  ;  and  hence,  Mr.  HennikercoiH 
tended,  that  it  appeared  natural  to  draw  the  inference,  that 
the  crueljies  pradtifed  at  this  day  on  the  African  flaves  by 
thcfe  of  their  own  country,  who  made  them  captives  in  war, 
i^ere  not  imputable  to  our  commerce  with  them ;  but  that 
if  we  did  not  take  the  ilaves  off  their  hands,  the  miferable 
vretches  would  fufier  dill  more  feverely.  With  the  follow- 
ing <|u0tat  ion  from  tiie  fp^ech  of  Cicero  on  the  Manilian 
war,  Mr*  Hetiniker  concluded  his  remarks  againft  the  aba- 
iition  of  the  flave  trade : 

^  Ajiuntw  cirtijffima  pcpuli  vifUgntta  &  maxima ;  qulius 
*  ^jfs  li  pacts  oTNominiaj  l^fubJUUa  Mis  requiretis:  aptntur 
^  hna  matter  UM  avium  fuibm  tft^  ii  a  vMsp  f^  ab  imfirat9^ 
**  rAus  n  fuUUM  confulihdum!* 

Mr.  Cwrunay  was  of  opinion  that  every  aigutnent  which     yir^ 
bad  been  advanced,  went  to  the  fjupport  of  the  motion  for  CeuruMf 
ti^  Speaker's  leaving  the  chair.    Some  gentlemen  had  de* 
clartd  that  tbe  evidence  was  incompetent  and  unfatisfadlory* 
This  aflenion  certainly  favoured  the  motion,  the  Committee  ' 

being  the  only  place  arid  time  for  the  cone£^ton  of  incom- 
petent evidence.  Others  again  faid,  thJit  the  evidence  now 
before  the  Houfe  was  contrary  to  tlie  uCage  of  Parliament ; 
that  a  fuller  examination  ought  to  take  place ;  and  that  the 
tvldence  fliould  appear  at  the  bar  of  the  rloufe.  The  argu* 
loentt  likewife  favoure^  the  qaotioo  fer  tlie  Houfe  imm^i* 
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iuAy  goirtg  fntaa  Commleteey  in  oi^deir  tb  iniStiti  tli<(  .j^Ian 
of  proceedings*  Hei  for  his  part^  Was^  coh^in6^|  Aiat  ifie 
evidence  of  the  Privy  Cdiintili  whi^h  had  beeli  printed^  and 
fuhmitted  t6  the  confideration  of  tb^  Houfe,  was  in  ever j 
refpeA  fatisfador^.  If  gehttem^  Wanted  a  variety  of  evi- 
dence^ that  before  them  certainly  came  under  the  defcription* 
tt  ^ould  not  be  called  an  ex  parte  evidence,  becaufe  there  was 
no  uniformity  obfervable — it  being  contradictory  to  every 
point.  So  much,  again^in  favour  or  the  Committee.  He  was 
apt,  he  confefled,  to  fupport  the  aboit;ioh  of  the  Have  tradei 
AS  he  faw  fc^di^l  gentlemen  who  poi&fled  the  beft  information 
of  the  fubjefl  demur  on  the  occafion*;  aifd'ft>m[e  agiaiif  avow 
theq;ifeives  favourers  of  the  itieafure.  Among  othcfrs,  whofe 
names  appeared  in  the  report  of  the  Privy  Council,  was 
Governor  Deyaynes,  who  Teemed  to  confent  to  the  propo- 
£tiW;  all  lifo  irian  coiild  fay^  rliat  he  haVl  as'  yl^  tUken  an 
l^tve-  p^r^  agiiinft  it;  he  might  prefume  to  think  that  hf  was 
a'  friend  t6  the  abolition.  Such  a  high  auihofity  waV  o^* 
fainly^a  fttotig-bias^ort  the  n^inds  df  many  n^ho  wirrc  lefs  in^ 
fortned)  and'  he  cdhfefled  tliat  it  had  great  ihfluende'  ori  thfc 
forn^a^ion  of  his  opinion ;  but,  fay  fott1e(  humane 'g^ntlemehi 
why  pia6e  the  poor  negroes  in  a;  worfe  (ituatioh  than  they 
now  are?  If  your  pfhilahthropy  ettefkids  reiiiarlcablyi  and 
withTuch  anxiety  to  the' African  native^,  Whyditainilh,  in- 
field-of  incrdaft,  their  hhpptncfs  >  ♦<  They'  liv^,"  fajr  thefe 
hunVarte-gentletnen,^*  in' fuch  a*  luxurious  s^nd  happy  ftat^ 
«<  thiit  they  niay  be  enVied  by  the  labouhirs  arid  fartoen  of 
«  this  country,^  Whfeft  .  he'  refcolieflea  what  he  had  read 
in  the  Report  now  before  thef  Hoafe,  h*e  muft  totally  differ 
<h>m  thefe  gentlemen*  With  rej^ard  to  the  dahgcr  likely  tb 
refultfronf  the'adopltion  of  the  abolition^  h^'  itiuft  likiewlfe 
ieelare,  that'he  entertained  a  contrary  opinion.  It  cbuld 
not.be  detrimental  to  the  finances  of  the'cbiintry--»i|t  could 
noK  be  d^fiinental  to' our  commerce ;  for,  the  merchants 
'  might'cafilyturri  their  attention  and  induftl-y  to  other  ob- 
jedsoftraffie.  He  remenrberkl,  that  at  the' time  when  it 
was  propofed.to  emancipate  ther'flaves,  gcititlehien  theii  inte* 
re^ed  exclahned,  that  it  would  niiti  the  comntehce,  ahd  Atr 
ilro^  the  poKttcal  cbn1e<|uefice  of  out  pofleffionS  in  the  Weft 
indies ;  but,  as  ge^tleniek^  of  more  profound  knowledge  had 
augured,  it  afterwards  appieared,  thaf  inftead  of  ddlroying 
the  commerce;  or  afi^ing  the  political  cohfequence  or  the 
Weft-India:  iflandSf  both  hiad  experienced  the  contrary,  and 
.the  negroes  apjieared  more  healthy  and  vigorous. 
lifr.yyarr  Mr.  t^jner  obferved,  that  as  he  had  been  the  perfon  who, 
on  9  former  iiioftfolemn  and  ferrous  occafion,  had  called 
ttpon  the  Hotffe  not  to  rely  implititly  on  the  evidence  ftarcd 
4<|  C  Report -of  the  Privy  Oouncilj  anu  asiie'had  then  called 
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Dpoo  tbem  with  fiicc^fy  he  hop^i^f  in  lijkc  m^Hiner,  again  t# 
(occeed,  when  he  ;|dvi(e4  theip  by  no  mcj^ni  to  r^ly  on  th« 
Report  of  the  Privy  Counpil  on  (h^  table.  There  wm>  M^« 
Vjner  ^roiued^  a  diftinAion  fU)J  fome  di^rence  hetweeii 
tbe  circumftance^  attending  thp  tyro  Rrpprii;  Th^  former 
lUport  lefpeSing  thf?  King*i  ilh^^i^  wa9>  in4eed,  a  repon  ^ 
eralenpe.deliyered  (wfortoneof  thelargeft  and  qiioft  coOapre« 
hroiifc  Pfivy  CoancU#  (hf|t  evef  vyaf  iummon^d »  wh«r^ 
tiwprcf  nt  {(eport  w^^  ^  report  of  rvidenoe^idduccd  before  4 
fckdi  Pfivy  Council,  and*  perhaps^  it  3991  not  the  bet^r  oq 
tkis  ac€oui|t«  Be  that  as  it  mighty  the  Hwk  puebt  to  have 
iucb  evidence  before  therp,  as  ha4  h^  either  delivered  a( 
their  own  baf*  or  before  onf  of  the^r  o?rn  Coqai|)ittee.  Mr* 
Vyner  declared  th^s  to  be  his  ppiniop  pefpedling  a  parli^Oien* 
mj  prpcepding;  and  h^  cogU  npt  filter  his  opinion,  Sar it. houl 
hpring  fom^  reafons  for  ^  di^iont  opinion.  H4  hoged  that 
tkofe  le^fpns  ^qixl^  bj  giv^n,  j|nd  if  ilp^j  vere^  doubtif fs 
they  would  prove  of  confiderahle  yirfight.  Being  ^9  yet  not 
faided  as  to  the  nunner  in  which  i(  W^uld  bf^oin^  hi^i  tO 
lotei  he  waf  the  tpfifte  a/).3(ions  to  h^vf  his  fffotiments  regu- 
fated  by  fuch  matter  as  n)ight  prvfeiit  Ufifti^  in  the  ^ourfe  of 
a  deliberate  mveitig4t|oo. 

Lord  AlMland  affirqiec|,  tha^t  be  yi^^  decidedly  of  opinion     Lord 
that  the  Sp^»ker  ought  opt  tp  leave  thj^i^hair.     7'he  honour*  Maitiaii4. 
aUe  gentjeinan  who  brought  fohfrard  the  bufine^  ihould 
haTeeYplai|ie4  fully  {be  pl^n  vrhj^ch  h<(  meant  to  be  puifued 
vhen  in  the  CominiUee.    He  perfedly  agreed  with  the  bo- 
ooarabk  ^Ideripan  (Newnham)  that  th^  preient  rneafujiQ 
vould  very  materially  afl(e£l  the  intjsrefts  of  (his  country* 
Theeyi'dence  was  incompetent  asd  uniatisfa^ry,  and,  above 
all,  contrary  to  the  eftabli(he4  regu^tipns  ot  ParliaiBeot* 
V)  added  Lord  Maitland,  you  attetnpt  to  deprive  tbe  mor* 
dtantsof  a  lucr|ttive  fpecies  of  traffic^  you  ought  certainty 
to  bear  their  itatements. '  Sense  6f  tbeie  pbjeAions  may^ 
perhap^  tend  to  alter  the  opinions  formed  by  many  gentle*' 
aeq.    But  if  you  condemn  them  by  a  confifcation  or  depri* 
tation  of  property,  you  ad  very  uojuiliy^  and  contrary  to* 
the  honourable  fentiments  with  which  a  Britiih  Parliament 
has  a^avs  )ieea  diftinguilhed*     The  trade  ought  not  to  be< 
9feli(hed»    It  is  a  prxM>erty«  as.  mgch  as  any  other-  property 
in  the  conntnr,  aiid  tneretoreouglk  to  be  pi^ferved  and  pro*- 
tededaswellas  that  ofsMiy  company  in  the  kingdom.     IC 
)0D  coo^mi^  ;( deprivatipn,  you  commit  a  breach  of  the  char«^ 
leredru;btf  of  the  country,  and  in  future  there  would  be  m 
J^fctf  W  property.     With  permiffipn  of  th?  Houfe,  Lordi 
VAitlan4  laid,  I  will  make  the  following  fuppodtipn,  foo 
arguuaent^^CiJiEie. — Were  a  foreigner  juft  arrived  in  the  coun* 
tl%  M^igyiiemiA  plth^  l«irf^.;wdinftttutioiisof  tbejand^ 
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to  afk.opon  what  principles  of  government  we  condofta^ 
ottr  commerce,  and  what  were  the  pi;ivii^et  aiine«ed  to  ^ 
merchant,  I  would  endeatowr  to  explain  the  advantages,  by 
faying^  that  the  immunities  of  the  merchant  were  prote£ked 
hj  the  exifting  laws  of  the  country,  and  that  erery  privilege 
Annexed  to  tbie  profeffion  waa  facm;  Imt  were  a  viotarion 
of  thofe  rights  toenfue  hy  a  total  deprivation  of  trade,  the 
laws  and  inftituttons  of  this  country  muft  then  appear  in  a 
very  contemptibte  point  of  view.  A  bufinefs  of  fach  vaft 
magnitude  Aiould  not  be  decided  by  the  evidence  of  the  Prtyy 
Council,  which  was  incompetent  and  unparliamentary.  It 
-  were  to  he  widied  that  the  famk  Aeps  had  been  followed  which 
bad  diftinguiibed  the  proceedings  upon  the  Irifh  propofitions, 
and  thofe  concerning  the  late  unhappy  (late  of  the  King's 
health.  Evidence  was  then  examined  at  the  bar  of  the  Houle. 
Then  why  not  on  the  prefent  occafion,  efpecially  when  many 
refped>able  gentlemen  had  declared  that  what  had  been  pre- 
fented  was  unfatisfaflory. 

In  conlcuiion  Lord  Maitland  faid  that  he  perfe6(Iy  agreed 
with  the  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Courtenay)  behind  him, 
that  the  evidence  was  contradictory.  He  was  not  againft  the 
difcuffionof  thequeftion,  butagaind  the  evidence  in  the  pof* 
feflion  of  the  Houfe.  He  could  never  confent  to  a  deviation 
from  theufage  of  Parliament,  or  that  the  mannfadluied  evi* 
dence  of  the  PrivyCouncil  (hould  form  grounds  of  proceed- 
ine  upon  one  of  tlie  moft  important  queftions  ever  agitated  in 
a  nritifh  Parliament. 

Mr,  Chancellor  P///ohferved  that  far  from  conceiving  that 
the  leaft  impropriety  or  inconvenience  could  arife  from  the 
Sp<*akcr's  leaving  tlie  chair,  and  the  Houfe  forming  itfelf  into 
a  Committee,  he  felt  himfelf  fully  juflified  (and  this  even  by 
the  arguments  which  had  occurreJ  during  the  courfe  of  the 
debate)  in  carneftly  recommending  thtr  lart  meafuro.  As  the 
proof  that  the  report  was  not  c6ntradi6torv,  refteil  upon  a 
ftubbbrn  faft,  any  further  enquiry  refpefting  this  fuhjedt 
muft  be  not  merely  needlefs  but  an  in'rufivetiefpafs  upon  the 
time  which  it  was  in  the  power  of  the  Houfe  to  employ  10 
more  advantage.  The  noble  Lord  who  fpoke  laft  appeared  to 
conceive  that  it  was  irregular  in  the  tiou<e  to  proceed  upon 
evidence  given  in  anv  other  manner  than  delivered  viva  vcct 
•a?  their  bar,  and  he  had  contendetl  that  to  regard  any  evi- 
ilencegivtfn  before  other?,  and,  in  a-other  fliape,  was  to  fur- 
render  tlieir  privileges  as  a  Houfe  of  Commons,  Had  the 
Houfe,  on  any  nccafion,  previoufly  refolved  to  receive  no 
evidence  on  a  given  fuhjert,  hut  from  the  Privy  Council, 
that  wc\i!d,  indeed,  be  to  firike  at  the  Houfe  of  Commons  ; 
but  to  tnv  that  the  Houfe  could,  on  no  occafion,  receive  evi- 
^eiKe,  taken  where  it  was  moli  convcnieAt  to  take  iu  aud 
3 livery 
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efeiy  part  of  that  evidence  fubjecS  to  new  inveftigation  if  any 
gentleman  doubted  its  validity,  was,  certainly,  bv  no  means, 
coTVsStm  The  report  of  the  Privy  Council  confifted  of  three 
parts;  the  firft,  of  calculations  and  accounts  officially  prepa- 
red from  the  public  offices,  where  fuch  accounts  are  kept, 
and  therefore  thofe calculations  and  accounts  were  juft  as  au- 
thentic as  if  they  had  been  delivered  in  feparately  at  the 
table  of  that  Houfe.  The  (econd  confifted  of  returns  in 
irriting  from  the  feveral  places  mentioned  at  the  head  of 
them,  altogether  forming  a  body  of  evidence^  which  from 
its  nature  could  not  be  given  viva  voee^  and  which  could 
only  be  communicated  in  writing.  The  third  part  contained 
minutes  of  the  viva  voci  evidence  of  the  feveral  perfons  exa- 
mined before  the  Privy  Council.  That  part  of  the  Report 
was  arranged  under  dlftinfl  heads,  and  the  Privy  Council 
bad^ven  the  names  of  the  feveral  parties,  fo  that  if  any  gen- 
tleman doubted  either  the  evidence  of  the  witnefies,  or  wi(h* 
ed  for  a  crofs  examination  of  them,  it  was  open  to  him  tt)  go ' 
into  a  re  examination  of  the  evidence  of  the  whole,  or  of 
each  individuM  witntifs.  It  was  open  to  the  noble  Lord  to 
do  fo,  and,  if  he  thought  it  neceflary,  It  wal  his  duty  to  do 
it.  The  noble  Lord  laid  that  it  was  a  weak  and  imperfe^ 
Report.  He  would  have  the  advantage  of  that  weaknefs^  and 
that  imperfe£)nefs.  It  was  a  little  hard  when  the  honourable 
gentleman  (Mr.  Wilberforce)  had  obferved  "  weak  and  im- 
^  perfe£l  as  the  Report  may  be  fuppofed,  I  think  it  ftrong 
"enough  to  bear  out  my  propofitions,**  that  then  thofe  who 
objefted  (hould  ground  their  oppofition  to  the  meafure  by 
faying,  "  we  objeS,  becaufe  the  ground  of  evidence  ofi 
"  which  you  reft  them  is  too  weak  to  fupport  the  caufe." 
Unlefs  it  were  really  m^ant  (and  the  meaning  was  but  thinly 
dlfguifed)  to  intimate  thnt  the  ^oufe  would  not  confider  nor 
enquire  into  what  it  had  pledged  itfelf  to  examine,  he  fawno 
reaibn  whatever  for  not  going  immediately  into  a  Committee; 
and  he  wifhed  gentlemen  to  confider  whether  it  became  the 
dignity  of  their  proceedings  to  obftiuA  the  progrefs  to  an  en- 
quiry which  the  Houfe  had  pledged  itfelf  to,  undertake.  In 
condofion  Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  remarked  that  if  he  had  been 
betrayed  into  any  improper  warmth,  he  begged  to  apologize 
to  the  Houfe.  His  wifli  was  that  the  whole  of  the  fubjeft 
ihould  be  fully,  but  temperately^  examined  and  dircuflfed. 

Sir  Grey  Cooper  confefled  himfelf  a  friend  to  the  enquiry,  sir  Grey 
therefore  wifhed  the  Houfe  to  refolve  itfelf  into  a  Committee*  Cooper. 
He  exprefled,  however,  his  apprehenfion  that  the  Reprefen- 
tativcs  of  a  generous  and  brave  pek)ple  were  carried  by  too 
rapid  fteps  to  the  adoption  of  a  meafure  which  introduced 
fuch  novelty  4n  the  commerci;d  concerns  of  the  Weft  Indies. 
Thofe  men  who  were  diftinguifbed  for  philanthropv,  good- 

Voi..  XXVI.  C  c  '        nefs 
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nefs  of  hearty  and  the  milk  of  human  kindnefs,  might  be 
mifled  and  hurried  to  the  adoption  of  a  meafure  which  tend- 
ed to  the  injury  of  our  Weft  India  iflands.  He  confcflcd, 
that  notwithftanding  many  men  of  great  abilities  coincided 
in  their  fentiments,  he  himfelf  entertained  much  doubt  and 
perplexity.  As  he  wiftied  for  every  thing  con nedled  with 
the  queftion  fully  illuftrated,  he  could  not  confent  to  the 
Speaker's  not  leaving  the  chair, 
Mr.  Fox.  Mr.  Fox  expreffed  his  aflonifliment  at  perceiving  the 
ftrangeand  unwarrantable  manner  in  which  the  q^ueftion  then 
before  the  Honfe  was  treated,  hut  moft;  of  all  was  his  fur- 
prife  excited  when  he  heard  a  noble  friend  of  his  put  it  on  the 
ground  of  the  propriety  of  admitting *the  evidence  then  he- 
fore  them.  He  had  been  fo  much  ufed  to  a  particular  fort 
of  application  in  another  place,  that  he  trufted  he  (hould 
ftand  excufed  if  he  ufed  a  technical  exprefflon.  Whatever, 
therefore,  might  be  the  opinion  of  evidence  elfe where,  ia 
that  Houfe  the  diftinflion  wa  tolerably  well  underflood  be- 
tween the  admiffibility  of  evidence,  and  its  fufficiency.  That 
the  Report  of  the  Privy  Council  was  admiffible  evidence  no 
man  could  deny ;  but  if  it  were  not,  the  opportunity  of  oh- 
jefling  to  it  had  long  fi nee  gone  by,  becaufe  the  faft  was 
that  the  Report  had  been  received  by  the  Houfe  five  weeks, 
and  if  objedted  againft  at  all,  it  ought  to  have  been  objected 
againft  when  it  had  been  firft  prefrnted.  He  never  had 
heard  that'itwasa  rule  that  no  regulation  of  commerce 
fhould  be  adopted  without  entering  into  evidence  at  the  bar  ; 
but,  he  well  knew,  that  there  was  a  ftanding  order,  that  no 
regulation  of  commerce  Hiould  be  entered  into  without  its 
being  firft  fubmitted  to  the  confideration  of  a  Committee;  and 
the  reafon  obvioufly  was,  that  the  Committee  might  enquire 
into  the  propriety  of  the  propofed  regulation,  and  report  the 
icfult  of  their  enquiries  to  the  Houfe.  With  regard  to  the 
abolition  of  the  fl.jve  trade  he  felt  no  difficulty  in  fayir^g,  that 
without  having  feen  one  tittle  of  evidence  he  fliould  have 
been  for  the  abolition.  He  agreed  perfedlly  with  the  right 
honourable  gentleman  over  againft  him,  that  the  gentlemcti 
who  cppofed  this  did  it  in  a  fingular  mode,  and  he  thought 
that  the  reafon  was  becaufe  that  they  felt  t^ieir  caufe  to  be  fo 
difgufting  that  they  attempted  toeffe£l  a  purpofe  by  a  round- 
about w»ay,  or  by  a  fide  wind,  which  they  could  not  bring 
themfelves  to  avow,  and  try  to  do  direflly  and  fairly.  With 
regard  to  a  regulation  of  the  flave  trade,  a  deteftation  of  its 
-  exiftcn.ce  muft  naturally  lead  him  to  remark  that  he  knew 
not  of  fuch  a  thing  as  a  regulation  of  robbery  or  a  reftridlion 
of  murder.  There  was  no  medium;  the  Legiflaturemud 
either  abolifli  the  trade,  or  avow  their  own  criminality. 
But  the  fort  of  conduct  which  Lad  been  adopted  that  d.\y^ 
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wasobvjoufly  done  with  a  view  to  put  an  end  to  the  enquiry 
2t  the  moment. 

• 

Mr.  Gafcojne  expreflied  himfclf  ready  to  meet  the  right  ho-  j^^. 
Doorable  gentleman  on  the  que{lion  dire^^ly,  and  without  Garcoyne. 
wiQiing  by  a  fingular  way  to  avoid  entering  into  a  difcuifion 
of  the  whole  of  its  merits.  He  had  lately  been  in  the  habit 
of  converiing  much  with  feveral  merchants  and  bankers,  and 
knew  that  they  were  all  anxious  to  do  away  the  afperfions 
vhicb  bad  been  cad  on  tliem  by  the  honourable  gentleman 
(Mr.  Wilberforce)  in  bis  opening  fpeech.  The  honourable 
gentleman  (he  obferved)  when  he  had  fpolcen  of  the  abolition 
did  not  ilate  how  it  fhould  take  place.  That  was,  furely, 
material  information  for  th&Houfe.  With  regard  to  the  pro- 
poGtions  (Mr.  Gafcoy  ne  faid)  that  there  were  feveral  of  them 
to  which  he  could. not  agree ;  but  if  he  could  avoid  didenting 
from  the  ninth,  tenth  an4  eleventh,  certain  he  was^  in  his 
own  mind,  that  the  twelfth  was  a  deduflion  by  no  means  the 
natural  refult  of  the  preceding  propofitions.  He  defired  to 
know  whether  the  honourable  gentleman  meant  that  the  evi- 
dence on  the  table  fhould  be  the  only  evidence  before  the 
Houfe? 

Mr.  fViIbcrforce  anfwered  that  he  mud  ftill  contend  that,  Mr.  Wif- 
at  leaft,  in  his'  opinion,  the  evidence  before  the  Houfe  was  berforcc. 
fully  fufficient;  but  if  any  gentleman  wiflied  to  have  other 
evidence,  he  was  free  to  call  for  it.  He  had  before  ftated, 
that  the  evidence  contained  ir^the  R.eport,  added  to  fuph  other 
information  as  he  could  obtain,  had  fully  confirmed  every  im- 
preflion  made  on  his  mind  before  in  confequence  of  his  enqui- 
lies  into  the  fubje£l.  As  to  the  merchants  and  bankers  wi(h- 
ing  to  do  away  the  afi>erfions,  which  it  had  been  rather  un- 
candidly  faid,  he  had  thrown  out  againil  them,  the  bed  means 
of  fo  laudable  a  purpofe  would  be  by  producing  proof,  that 
what  appeared  calumnies  were  unfounded  As  to  the  warmth 
of  bis  noble  friend  over  againft  him,  who  had  tpoken  with  fo 
much  heat,  he  feemed  to  have  forgotten  that  he  would  have 
done  more  juftice  to  his  feelings  if  he  had  not  fufFered  them  " 
to  Ifccp  for  five  weeks,  during  which  time  the  Report  had 
l«en  upon  the  table,  without  one  word  faid  upon  it  by  the 
honourable  gentleman.  That  filence  and  the  noble  lord's 
fudden  warmth,  did  (he  mud  own)  look  like  a  wifli  to  create 
delay. 

Lord  Afaitland^tggeA  leave  to  aflure  tl)e  honpurable  gsn-  Lord 
tletnan  who  had  fo  groundleflly  thought  proper  to  attribute  Maitland, 
his  filence  to  a  wifh  for  delay,  that  if  be  had^  been  in  town 
for  the  laft  month,  the  honourable  gentleman  would  have 
Iwardhim  fay  the -fame  thing  in  that  Houfe,  and  the  only 
motive  for  bis  not  repeating  it  was  delicacy  to  the  honourable 
gentleman. 

C  c  2  Mr* 
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Mr.  Mn  Macnamara  obferved  that  he  could  not  avoid  taking 

Macna-   the  liberty  to  remark  that  it  redounded  but  little  to  the  credit 

niara.    of  the  right  honourable  gentleman's  candour,  to  cal^  the 

meafures  purfued  by  fome  of  the  beft  and  mofl  worthy  def- 

criptions  of  fubjeds  in  the  kingdom,  under  the  fandion  of  a 

charter,  and  of  various  ads  ol  Parliament,  by  the  name  of 

robbery*  .  He  trufted  that  the  ar|>e((ions  of  fanaticifm  would 

bie  publicly  refuted  in  the  moment  when  the  fubjedl  in  quef- 

tion  Ihould  be  fubmitted  to  a  public  inveftigation. 

Sir  Wm,      Sir  fVilliam  Tcungi  having  premifed  that  he  certainly  (hould 

Youn^e.  be  foj:  going  into  the  Committee,  unlefs  he  heard  ftronger  ar- 

fuments  to  make  him  waver  in  his  opinion,  added  that  the 
rench  cuftomarily  fent  a  certain  number  of  land-men  to  Af- 
rica, mixed  with  a  proportion  of  Teamen,  that  the  landnien 
were  employed  in  managing  and  attending  upon  the  flaves  and 
the  feamen,  and  were  many  of  them  left  in  Africa.  He  ad* 
verted  to  what  he  confidercd  as  theunfatisfa£torinefsof  one  of 
the  examinations  in  the  Report  on  the  table,  in  which  for 
want  of  one  more  queAion  having  been  put  to  the  witnefs,  the 
whole  of  the  exam  mat  ion  was  rendered  fruitlefs. 
M';  Mr.  Martin  having  expreiTed  his  aflonifhment  that  an  ho-» 

Martin,   nourablc  gentleman  (Mr.  Macnamara)  ihould  have  applied 
the  word  fanaticifm  to  thofe  who  were  anxious  to  obtain  an 
abolition  of  the  flave  trade,  remarked  that  he  was  forry  to 
have  lived  to  the  time  when  motives  of  humanity,  equity  and 
juftice  (hould  be  attributed  to  fanaticifm,  juft  as  if  it  were  on 
a  footing  with  methodifm  or  any  ftrange  and  wild  enthafiafm 
fo  denominated. 
Mr.         Mr.  Afar/ham  declared  that  he  had  hoped  to  find  that  du* 
Mariham*  ring  the  courfe  of  the  debate  the  planters  and  proprietors  of 
;  eftates  in  the  Weft-India  iilands  would  have  experienced    a 

treatment  infinitely  lefs  harfti  than  that  which  they  had  re- 
ceived. With  regard  to  the  evidence  contained  in  the  Report 
of  the  Privy  Council  being  an  ex  parte  evidence,  it  certainly 
was  of  fuch  a  nature.  .  If  he  knew  what  ex  parte  evidence  was, 
it  was  an  evidence  taken  on  one  fide  of  aqueftion  only,  where 
there  was.'no  opportunity  of  crofs  examination  afforded. 
That  was  the  cafe  with  the  Report  on  the  table.  Mr.  Mar^ 
iham  added  that  he  was  forry  to  fee  the  two  moft  confiderahle 
men  in  the  Houfe,  before  the  matter  had  been  properly  con- 
fidercd, plunge  fo  defperately  into  the  bufinefs.  What  had 
been  the  confequence?  One  right  honourable  gentleman, 
(Mr.  Pitt)  who  fpoke  at  the  beginning  of  the  debate,  had 
thought  it  necefiary  to  apologize  for  the  warmth  into  which 
he  had  been  betrayed ;  and  another  right  honourable  gentle- 
man  (Mr.  Fox)  had  called  any  attempt  at  regulation  the  re- 
gulation of  robbery.  Her  might  (Mr.  Marfham  faid)  be  a 
vVeft-India  planter^  and  fuppofed  to  aft  from  interefted  mo* 
4  lives* 
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tiTes»    Hi  would  fit  down  quietly  under  that,  confcious  of 

themjufiice  of  fuch  an  imputation,  but  he  fhould  think  that 

.Sedefeited  bis  duty  as  a  Member  of  Parliament  if  he  did  not 

itate  his  fentiments  on  the  fubjefl.     He  entered  not  one  fin* 

{ie  word  into  the  merits  of  the  queftion;  but  be  thought  that 

the  honourable  gentleman  ought  to  produce  withefTes  at  the 

bar  to  prove  his  fa£ls;  and  if  he  did  not,  it  behoved  tlie  Weft- 

Indu  planters  for  their  own  fakes  to  produce  evidence  on  their 

paK  to  refuse  the  aflertions  on  the  other  fide.     Mr.  Marfliam 

faid  that  he  had  deliberated  much  upon  the  fubje£l,  and  had 

balanced  the  matter  with  much  caution  before  he  made  up  his 

mind.    If  he  had  felt  that  the  caufe  of  humanity  would  have 

been  eflentially  ferved  by  the  abolition  of  the  Qave  trade» 

whether  he.  was  a  Weft-India  planter,  or  any  other  ways 

conneded  with  the  Have  trade,  he  would  moft  willingly  have 

gone  among  the  foremoft  in  endeavouring  to  get  It  aboliihed; 

bat  that  not  appearing  to  his  mind  as  likely,  he  would  not  be 

%,  or:  afraid  of  doing  his  duty,  though  he  fhould  in  confe* 

IQOKs  expofe  himfelf  to  all  the  obloquy,  which  in  fuch  a  mo- 

n)ent  of  popular  phrenfy,  any  man  who  oppofed  the  abolition 

ran  the  rifque  of^encouctering. 

Mr./ox  obferved  that  although  he  did  not  perceive  without  Mr.  Fpx« 
concern,  that  the  honourable  gentleman  fuppofed  him  to  have 
ufed  unwarrantable  expreilions,  he  would  not  recall  them  be- 
caufe  fuch^  after  an  examination  of  no  flight  fort,  was  his 
opinion  of  the  flave  trade.  Why  the  honourable  gentleman^ 
or  any  other  gentleman  who  had  an  eftate  in  the  Weft  Indies, 
iliould  think  that  they  applied  to  him  he  knew  not.  If  it 
conveyed  any  refledion  at  all  it  was  on  the  Britifli  Parlia- 
iDent,  pnder  whofe  fan£lion  fo  indefenfible  a  commerce  had 
keen  encouraged. 

Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  remarked  that,  Angular  as  it  might  Mr.Chan* 
fcon,  he  could  not,  whilft  he  felt  the  ftrong  injuftice  of  the  cellor  Pitt 
reproach  which  had  been  urged  againft  him,  avoid  declaring 
^  if  he  was  forry  for  any  thing  it  was  that  he  had  made  the 
jeaftapology,  becaufe  he  was  convinced  fo  thoroughly  of  the 
injuftice  of  the  trade,  that  it  could  not  be  defcribed  in  any 
terms  which  rendered  an  apology  ncceffary.  He  had  fpoken 
^ith  fome  warmth,  becaufe  he  fpoke  of  what  he  thought 
Was  intended  to  delay  the  enquiry,  whether  the  trade  was  un- 
juftor  not.  A$  to  their  having  plunged  in  defperately  they 
wlflicd  only  to  plunge  into  an  enquiry.  The  honourable 
gentleman  (Mr.  Marftiam)  had  balanced,  in  his  own  mind, 
V  to  the  fide  of  the  queftion  which  ought  to  be  fupported; 
^d  if  he,  a  gentleman  fo  much  more  intimately  acquainted 
^th  one  part  of  the  fubjedt,  had  balanced,  furely  he  and  his 
friends  might. be  anxious  for  an  enquiry.  Mr.  Pitt  reminded 
gpntlem|Cn  that,  if  they  were  to  have  evidence  at  the  bar  on 
'  either 
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cither  fide,'  they  muft  have  an  order  for  their  attendance  from 
the  Houfe,  and  not  from  the  Committee.  In  that  cafe,  the 
prefent  motion  for  the  Speaker's  quitting  the  chair  muft  he 
\vithdrawn,  to  which  he'doubted  not  he  could  anfwer  for  his 
honourable  friend's  confent ;  but  he  hoped  that  the  witneffef 
would  be  ready  the  next  day,  or  on  a  very  early  day,  left  the 
intended  difcuflion  ftiouIJ  undergo  a  needlofs  and,  in  fome 
refpe£i«,  a  detrimental  procraftination. 

*  Mr.  Mr,  Marjhttm  exprefled  himfelf  fully  prepared  to  acknow- 

^arihaiD.  ledge,  that  if  no  farther  evidence  ftiould  be  adduced,  his  fen- 
timents  upon  the  fubjedl  would  remain  unaltered*  Much 
had  been  (aid  concerning  the  neceflary  regulations  for  fliip- 
ping  of  negroes  ;  and,  upon  this  occaCon,  he  could  not  avoid 
declaring  his  anxious  wiflies  that,  eqtialfy  with  refpe^fl  to 
thefe,  and  to  the  felons  tranfported  to  Botany  Bay,  no  care 
might  be  wanting,  fhould  the  necefEty  for  fuch  an  attention 
appear  fo,  to  limit  the  number  on  board  of  each  vefiel,  that 
accommodation  and  health  might  equally  be  confulted. 
Mr.  Mr.  Cruger  remarked  that,  in  his  opinion,  rt  appeared^e- 

Cruger.    ceflary  that  the  Houfe  ftiould  form  themfelves  into  a  Com- 
mittee, and  the  Speaker,  confequently,  leave  the  chair,  in 
^  order  that  an  immediate  opportunity  might  prefent  iifclf  for 

refutiiig  what  was,  on  a  former  day,  confidered  as  mifrepre- 
.    fentations.     As  to  the  fhew  of  benevolence,  and  the  motives 
which  afl.uatcd  gentlemen,  he  hoped  and  wiftiedto  be  among 
the  foremoft  in  ihecaufe  of  humanity,  and  in  oppofition  to 
every  fpecies  of  oppreflion ;    but   he  thought,  at  tlie  fame 
time,  that  if  the  Houfe  were  determined,   at  all  hazards,  to 
carry  thefe  propofitions,  it  would  become  the  juftice  of  the 
nation  to  repair  fuch  lofles  as  might  be  fuftained  by  the 
merchants  and  planters  from  the   immediate  and  total  abo- 
lition of  the  flave   trade;  otherwife,    gentlemen   might  be 
juftly  confidered  as  liberal,  or  pven  oftentatious,  in  tFieir  fa- 
crifice  to  the  caufe  of  humanity,  at  the  expence  of  others* 
As  the  honour  would  be  national,    whatever  lofles  might 
arife  from  it,  ftiould  not  fall  on  a  particular  clafs  of  indivi- 
duals, but  be  national    in   the  fame  degree.     In  that  cafe, 
they  muft  thinkof  raifinga  fund  of  at  leaft  fixty  or  feveiuy 
millions  fterling.     Mr.  Cruger  faid,  he  had    alfo  heard  of 
emancipating  all  the  flaves  in  the  Weft-India  iflands.     ^3* 
that  a  part  of  the  projedl  ?    He  was  well  perfuaded,  that 
whoever  offerrd  any  thing  in  favour  of  the  Have  trade,  or 
thofe  engaged  in  it,   had  invincible  prejudices  to  encounter. 
The  bulk  of  the  community  had  been  taught  to  affoclate 
every  thing  cruel  and  oppreffive  with  the  idea  of  the  flave 
trade;  but,  from  his  own  knowledge,  and  the  evidence  which 
would  be  laid  before  the  Houfe,  he  could  venture  to  pronounce 

the  pidlure  over  charged.     At  any  rate,  however,  as^^^^^ 

trade 
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trade  which  had  been  fo  long  fandioned  by  the  laws  of  t hit 
country,  and  the  pradice  of  every  civilized  nation,  thofeof 
oer  fellow- fubjedls  who  had  engaged  in  it,  on  the  faith  of 
pobiic  protedion,  would  have  a  fair  claim  to  public  com- 
pmfation  for  the  injuries  which  they  might  fuffer  from  a 
iudden  annihilation  of  this  neceflary  branch  of  commerce* 
The  planters,  indeed,  might  be  reimburfed,  but  the  mer- 
cbnts  flood  little  chance  of  retribution,  as  was  the  cafe  in  a 
tte  mclanchol/  fettlement.  All  other  profeilions  might 
pofiibiy  be  provided  for;  but  the  merchants,  it  feemed,  were 
ofaprofeffiou  unworthy  of  either  notice  or  juflice;  they 
could  exped  nothing  for  bonds,  mortgages,  or  the  various 
claims,  together  with  the  rifks  incident  to  profeiEon ;  all 
this  was  a  fettled  point.  For  his  own  part,  he  confidercd 
tbtitmuftbe  infinitely  more  prudent,  inilead  of  precipitately 
amputating  the  trade,  to  try  to  remedy  the  abufcs  which  may 
have  crept  into  the  mode  by  which  it  has  been  profecuted  ; . 
to  mftigate  its  fcverity,  and  gradually  to  aholifli.it;  by 
roakingan  experiment  of  the  cifedls  of  the  reform,  upon  a 
fmall  Icale,  and  not  at  once  raflily  rilking  a  meafure  of  fuch 
nugnitude  and,  importance.  Every  encouragement  for  this 
purpofc  might  be  given  to  the  civilization  of  Africn,  and 
tbeintroduflion  of  the  arts  and  fciences  amongft  the  inha* 
l^itants,  which,  by  producing  internal  peace,  and  more  un- 
remitted induftry,  would  have  a  greater  efleft  in  aboli(hing 
Wry,  than  any  thing  fliort  of  the  univerfal  confent  of  all 
nations  to  abandon  the  trade,  which  was  "  a  confummation 
^trvoutly  to  be  wifhed,**  but  not  to  be  expedted.  If  this 
could  he  obtained,  he  fliould  be  moA  zealous  in  promoting 
tiie  benevolent  wiflies  of  the  honourable  mover  of  that  bu- 
fntfs;  but  as  it  was  how  circumAanced,  he  confidered  a  fud- 
^tti  and  total  abolition  ruinous  in  the  extreme  It  would-be 
l^aniftiing  a  moft  lucrative  trade  from  this  country,  without 
''*ntfiiing  the  objefts  of  iheir  compaflion;  as  what  they  ab- 
treated  in  their  plirenzy,  foreigners  in  their  fober  fenfesvould 
f^gerly  catch  at  and  enrich  themfelves  with.  On  this  ac- 
count, he  conceived  it  his  duty,  as  the  reprefentative  of  a 
gteat  commercial  city,  and  in  conformity  with  the  petitions 
whlcli  he  had  the  honour  to  deliver  to  that  Houfe,  and  which 
Were  figned  by  almoft  every  principal  merchant  and  trader  ^ 
in  that  city,. ;o  vote  agai' ft  the  propofitions  as  ihey  were 
now  offl*red  ;  and,  with  deference  to  the  principal  fuppoiters 
o^'hem,  he  would  take  the  liberty  to  fay,  "  iiettcr  not  do  • 
"  the  deed,  than  repent  it  done.**- 

Lord  Penrhyn  rofe  to  exprefs  his  difapprobation  of  the  evl-      Lord 
denceon  which  the  honourable  gentleman   had  founded  his  P^Drhyo. 
complaint;    It  appeared  to  Lim  to  be  contradiAory  in  itfclf, 

chiefly 
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chiefly  founded  on  hear-fay,  and  the  great  eft  part  of  it  ab(b* 
lately  falfe 

Lord  Penrhyn  was  interrupted,  and  Sir  John  Sinclair  fpoke 
to  order.  The  queftion  beitig,  that  the  Speaker  leave  the 
chair.  Sir  John  conceived  that  the  noble  Lord  was  diforderly 
in  going  into  the  examination  of  the  Report  of  the  Pri  vy 
Council. 
Lord         Lord  Maitland  apprehended  that  the  noble  Lord  was  right. 

Bilaitland.  He  could  not  conceive,  upon  the  objefifon  againft  the 
Speaker's  leaving  the  chair,  grounded  on  the  incompetency 
of  the  evidence  contained  in  the  Report  of  the  Privy  Couiy- 
cil,  that  it  could  not  but  be  perfe6Iy  regular  to  go  into  ar- 
gument upon  the  deficiencies  of  the  Report. 

Lord  Penrhyn  referved  what  he  intended  to  have  faid,  to 
a  future  ftage  of  the  proceeding. 
Lord         Lord  Newhaven  did  not  condemn  the  whole  propofitionsy 

NcwhavMi but  he  condemned  the  majority;  and  efpecially  the  firft  ; 
conffquently,  hewi(hedto  know,  whether  or  not  Counfel 
ought  to  be  heard  before,  or  in  the  Committee,  aga'mft  the 
firft  proportion  ?  If  Counfel  were  not  permitted  to  beheard, 
gentlemen  were  taken  by  furprife. 
The  The  Speaker  certainly  underftood,  that  after  going  into 

Speaker,  the  Committee,  any  gentleman  had  a  right  to  call  for  more 
evidence,  or  for  Counfel  at  the  bar. 

Mr.  Aid.      Mr.  Alderman  Sawbridge  conceived  that  the  queftion  vras 

Sawbridgc  (imply  concerning  the  Speaker's  leaving  the  chair,  for  the 
Houfe  to  refolve  itfelf  into  a  Committee  to  coniider  of  the 
petitions,  and,  if  neceflary,  toliear  counfel  on  any  particular 
propofition. 

Mr.  Piit.  Mr.  Chancellor  P//f  obferved,  that  the  honourable  gentle* 
man  was  perfetSbly  corred.  The  motion  was  for  the  Speaker's 
leaving  the  chair,  that  the  petitions  might  be  exaoiined ; 
and,  if  it  were  found  neceflary  to  call  Counfel,  that  a  day 
(hould  be  appointed  for  that  purpofe. 

Mr.Burkt  Mr.  Burke  obferved,  that  with  regard  to  the  queAion  be- 
fore the  Houfe,  of  not  going  into  a  Committee  until  evidence 
was  heard,  it  was  entirely  preventing  every  means  which 
the  Houfe  had  to  obtain  that  evidence  which  might  be  thought 
farther  neceflary  on  the  fubje6>.  Where  could  this  evidence 
be  given  more  properly  than  in  the  Committee?  As  to  the 
queftion  itfelf,  he  thought  no  farther  evidence  was  neceflary, 
than  vrhat  had  already  been  laid  before  the  Hou(e,  to  con- 
vince them  of  theneceflity  of  abollfhing  what  ht  would  be 
1  bold  to  fay  was  a  fyftem  of  robliery.     He  cared  not  for  any 

obje£tion  that  any  particular  perfons  might  make  to  this  ex* 
predion.  The  African  trade  was,  in  his  opinion,  an  abfo* 
lute  robbery.  It  therefore  could  not  be,  a  doubt  with  the 
Houfe,  whether  it  was  proper  to  Abolifli  it.     It  was  the  end 

of 
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of  all  law  to  correct  and  entire]  j  eradicate,  if  poffible,  every 
erii  that  exifted  in  any  part  of  the  State.  The  only  queftioa 
kfbre  the  Houfe  was^  whether  the  evil  could  be  cured  entirely 
or  onlj  partially  alleviated.  He  had  /lot  the  lead  doubt  in 
his  own  mind,  but  it  could  be  totally  eradicated,  without 
2nj  of  thofe  attendant  inconveniences  which  exifted  in  thd 
miodsoffome  gentlemen.     He  was,  therefore,  anxious  that 

Sfiiould  proceed  to  that  ibge  of  the  bufinefs  in  which 
ioqviries  could  be  made  as  would  convince  the  Parlia* 
ment  and  the  country,  that  the  African  trade  was  a  robbery 
that  ought  and  could  be  aholifhed,  confiftent  with  every 
principle  of  public  juftice  and  humanity.     As  to  the  idea  of 
the  Weft-India  merchants  being  reimburfed  what  they  might 
iofeby  this  abolition,  it  was  totally  ngainA  every  principle 
of  legifiation.     Government  gave  their  encouragements  to 
certain  fpecies  of  commerce,  as  long  as  they  confidered  that 
they  were  neceflary   to  their  fupport,  or  while  they  were 
condoded  on  fuch  principles  of  equity   and  humanity,  as 
deferved  their  fanflion.     But  when  this  commerce  became 
an  evil,  a  difgrace  to  the  State,  Parliament  was  certainly 
competent  to  withdraw  its  countenance  of  what  they  liad  be- 
fore authorized  and  protected.     And  thofe  who  engaged  in 
this  commerce,  adopted  it  with  all  the  conveniences  of  the 
fandion  and  encouragement  it  received  from  Government ; 
it  was,  therefore,  but  juft  they  (hould  be  prepared  to  abide 
Wthe  lofles  attendant  on  that  fanAion  and  encouragement 
being  found  neceiTary  to  be  withdrawn.     It  was  confequently 
evident  that  there  exifted  no  juft  plea  for  compenfation  on 
the  part  of  the  planters.     He  next  adverted  to  the  impofil- 
hiiity  of  a  country  being  ever  civilized,  that  was  thus  in  the 
habits  of  flavery,  as  the  Africans  were.     While  we  conti- 
nued to  purchafe  them,  they  muft  ever  remain  in  a  ftatecf 
favagc  barbarity;  for  it  was  impoflible  to  civilize  a  flave  ;  it 
wasc<mtrary  to  the  fyftem  of  human  nature.     There  was 
nocountry  whatever  in  this  ftate  that  was  ever  known  to  be 
in  a  ftate  of  civilization.     On  the  contrary,  thofe  who  were 
in  ih^  cuftom  of  felling  their  bodies,  muft  remain  in  a  ftate 
of  thi  moft  favage  barbarity.     Tliere  were  but  two  parts  of 
the^orld  that  were  diftinguiflied  for  this  national  degradation. 
This  was  Africa,  and  thofe  countries  bordering  on  the  Black 
Sea.    They  were  both  equally  barbarous,  and  equally  defti- 
tutc  of  thofe  refinements  which  attend  an  enlightened  policy. 
They  had  never  beeq  found  capably  of  the  blefling.     No. 
They  would  always  remain  in  this  ftate  of  favage  nature, 
while  they  remained  liable  to  be  purchaCf^d  as  the  flaves  of 
other  nations.     If  the  evils  were  fuch  as  had  been  reprefented 
before  the  Privy  Council,  he  would  give  his  hearty  fupport 
to  the  motion.    It  remained,  he  thought,  only  for  the  Hoofe 
VoL.XXVL  Dd  '        *  to 
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to  go  into  the  Committee  to  confider  the  validitjr  of  thefe 
propofitions*  It  was  there  the  evidence  fliould  be  referred 
to.  And  the  Africans  had  that  claim  on  our  bamanity 
which  could  not  be  refifled,  whatever  might,  have  been  ad* 
vanced  by  an  honouraole  gentleman  (Mr.  Cruger)in  defence 
of  tiie  property  of  the  planters. 

Mr.      *-    Mr.  Cruger  contended,  in  anfwer,  that  jullice  ought  not 

Cruger.  to  be  facrificed  to  humanity.     It  was  the  duty  of  the  Houfe 

to  be  juft  before  they  were  humane.    Juftice  was  a  pofitive 

duty,  while  humanity  was  onlyaperfonal  right*     We  ought 

to  be  juil,  though  we  might  be  humane. 

Mr.  Mr.  Mdineux  faid,  that  the  abolition  of  the  flave  trade 

Moiineux  would  deftroy  the  Weft-India  trade.  What  were  they  about 
to  do  ?  Did  they  mean  to  fwallow  all  the  property  of  the 
planters,  in  order  to  gratify  a  humane  difpoiition  towards 
the  Africans  ?  Before  they  were  humane  to  thefe,  he  thought 
they  fhould  be  tender  of  their  own  fubje£ls,  whom  they  had 
feduced  to  hazard  their  property  in  this  trade.  This  bill 
was  brought  in,  under  the  idea  and  impreffion  of  the  planters 
cxerciiing  great  cruelties  towards  the  negroes.  This  was 
untrue.  He  would  read  a  letter  to  convince  the  Houfe  of 
the  contrary.  He  then  read  a  letter  which  he  had  received 
from  his  agent  in  the  Weft  Indies,  dated  the  9th  of*  June, 
1 7  7 1 .  The  letter  contained  a  complaint  againft  the  reverend 
Mr.  Frarer,  who  was  paid  by  Mr.  Moiineux  fifty  pounds 
per  annum  for  attending  to  the  welfare  of  his  negroes.  It 
ftated  an  inftance  of  a  negro  that  was  ill  in  the  hot-houfe 
(hofpital)  of  a  fore  throat,  who  had  not  had  fuffici^nt  attend- 
ance from  this  Mr.  Frazer  :  but  that,  however,  he  hadf  by 
the  care  of  fome  otherperfon,  been  perfeflly cured.  Tl»  agent 
who  wrote  this  letter  exprefted  an  opinion,  that  the  reverend 
Mr.  Frazer  was  paid  fifty  pounds  a  year  for  doing  nothing* 
Mr.  Moiineux  having  read  this  letter,  farther  obferved,  that 
this  reverend  gentJeman  was  left  by  his  anceftor  a  hogihead 
of  fugar  to  be  given  him  annually.  1  bis  had  been  always 
complied  with,  and  he  thought  that  he  had  fome  claim  to 
more  attention  to  his  intereft  for  this  douceur.  Mr.  Moli* 
ncux  next  adverted  to  the  idea  of  the  French  continuing  this 
trade,  if  we  pailied  the  bill  for  its  abolition.  This  was  not 
agreeable  to  their  charadter,  nor<  was  it  what,  he  conceived, 
would  prove  the  faft.  To  prove  that  this  confidence  was 
ill  founded,  be  begged  leave  to  read  another  letter,  which 
had  been  received  From  a  merchant  in  France.  He  then  read 
it.  It  was  to  the  following  purport:  That  the  merchant 
had  received  intelligence  of  a  number  of  negroes  being  pur- 
chafed  on  his  account  in  Africa.  That  he  had  fent  bills  for 
the  payment  of  his  purchafe,  on  the  terms  required,  by  the 
Engliih  merchant,  and  that  he  would  engage  to  take  any 
6  quantity 
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(fuaOiXj  that  could  be  procured  for  him  on  the  fame  terms* 
Heoliorred  to  the  Houfe,  that  he  read  this  letter  to  fhew 
bow  ready  the  French  were  to  receivei  with  open  arms,  the 
trade  we  were  going  fo  unwifely  and  fo  unjulHy  to  abandon. 
He  beg;ged  leave  to  remind  the  right  honourable  gentleman 
of  the  conduit  of  the  French  with  refpefi  to  America,  Monf. 
de  Vergennes  pretended  to  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  North)  who 
had  then  tlie  honour  of  prefiding  in  the  place  that  was  now 
fo  ably  filled  by  the  right  honourable  gentleman,  that  he  de- 
teiled  the  rebels  who  were  then  oppofing  the  lawful  meafures 
of  oar  Government.  But  what  was  the  cffeU  of  this  detef- 
tatioD  ?  In  a  fliort  time,  a  fleet  of  men  of  war,  equipped  with 
men  and  ammunitiop,  were  lent  to  fupport  thefe  abominahk 
rebels.  Such  was  French  fympathy  and  aflertion.  He 
ibted  this,  that  the  right  honourable  gentleman  might  not 
confide  on  their  aiTurances.  For  we  were  then  made  the 
dopes  of  their  policy,  and  we  might  be  again,  if  we  trufied 
to  them  in  the  prefent  inftance.  He  was  convinced,  from 
what  be  knew  of  them,,  that  they  only  meant  to  lull  us  into 
this  confidence  for  the  purpofe  merely  of  more  eiFe6tually 
abofing  it.  He  knew  them.  He  was  very  fond  of  being 
among  them.  He  had  been  frequently  in  die  cj)untry,  but 
he  never  trufted  them.  Having  mentioned  thefe  circum- 
ilances,  he  again  adverted  to  the  injuftice  of  an  abolition. 
He  fpoke  not  as  a  planter,  but  as  a  Member  of  Parliament. 
He  was  afiured  that  it  would  tend  to  deftroy  the  chief  branch 
of  oar  commerce.  He  had  converfed  with  many  planters  on 
the  fubje^ly  and  they  were  all  determined,  (hould  this  aft 
pafs,  to  withdraw  their  money  and  property  from  tlie  iflands 
with  all  poflEible  expedition.  The  refult  would  therefore  be, 
that  they  would  transfer  themfelves,  their  trade,  and  their 
apitals  to  France,  where  he  knew  they  would  be  received 
with  open  arms,  and  with  all  the  encouragement  which  their 
moft  (anguine  imaginations  could  fuggeft  to  them.  He  beg- 
ged, therefore,  that  the  HoUfe  would  confider  maturely  the 
acls  which  they  were  about  to  commit.  If  they  faw  the  con- 
feqoences  to  the  country,  as  he  did,  he  was  convinced  that 
they  would  abandon  their  intention.  He  next  obferved  that 
it  was  the  planters  who  were  the  greateft  flaves.  They  ha- 
zarded all  their  property,  and  rifked  their  life  and  health  in 
the  cultivation  of  thefe  iflands.  Having  obtained  a  property, 
they  returned  home;  for,  their  country  they  called  their 
home.  Here  their  property  centered.  Atid  would  Parlia- 
ment drive  them  from  this  mode  of  conduA,.  by  which  the 
coaotry  was  fo  benefited  in  its  commerce,  and  enriched  in 
its  property?  No!  forbid  it  wi(dom,  prudence,  andjuftice! 
As  to  the  principle  of  cruelty  in  the  planters  towards  the  ne- 
{roes,  the  letter  which  he  read  was  a  proof  of  the  contrary. 
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The  neceflity  of  the  bill  could  not,  therefore^  be  defended 
on  this  ground.     But  he  would  a(k,  on  what  foppofition  the 
planters  were  fuppofed  to  be  tbofe  cruel  perfons  }  What  was 
the  condu<^  to  authorize  fuch  a  fiigma  of  charader  t  Did 
they,  from  their  general  behaviour  and  demeanor  in  fociety, 
give  a  fanAion  for  fuch  a  difhonourable  opinion  ?  He  referred 
to  thofe  who  knew  them,  if  their  behaviour  was  more  inhu- 
man than  that  of  men   in  general.     He  believed  that  they 
would  be  found  to  be  as  compaffionate  in  their  nature  as  the 
reft  of  their  fpecies.     He  deprecated,  therefore,  this  unjuft 
cenlure.     Having  thus  argued  againd  the  injuftice  of  the 
bill,  the  impohcy  of  truding  to  the  French,  and  the  cenfure 
of  cruelty  in  the  planters,  he  begged  pardon  for  having  trou- 
bled the  Houfe  fo  long.     He  faid  he  was  not  in  the  habit  of 
fpeaking,  otherwife  he  might,  perhaps^  have  expreiled  him- 
felf  in  lefs  time,  and  with  leis  trouble  to  the  Houfe.     His 
iludies  had  been  differently  employed.     He  hoped,  therefore, 
that  this  would  be  received  as  an  apology  forany  impropriety 
which  he  had  committed,  in  having  fo  long  trefpa&d  on  the 
patience  of  the  Houfe. 
Sir  Charl.      Sir  Charles  Middleton  ohferved,  that  he  ihould  feel  himfelf 
Mid^leton  guilty  of  injuftice,  if  he  hefitated  n  iingle  momept  in  his  well 
grounded  determination  to  refcue  the  chara6ler  of  the  reve- 
rend Mr.  Frazer  from  the  attack  upon  it,  for  the  purpofe  of 
making  which  he  conceived  that  the  honourable  Member, 
wlio  had  juft  fat  down,  had  read  the  letter  which  he  produced* 
'    Sir  Charles  faid  that  he  had  known  Mr.  Frazer  nearly  twenty 
years.     He  was  not  acquainted  with  a  man  of  more  talents, 
or  more  integrity.     He  lived  in  the  fame  village  that  he  did, 
and  thence,  he  had   re))eated  opportunity  of  witneffing  his 
conduct.     From  fuch  long  experience,  he  was  perfaaded  Mr. 
Frazer  was  incapable  of  an  adiion,  which  was  in  the  fmalleft 
degree  difmgenuogs  or  difgraceful.     Sir  Charles  called  upon 
Mr.  Molineux  to  declare,  whether  Mr.  Frazer  had  been  dif- 
charged  from  his  employ  on  that   gentleman's  eftate  in  the 
Weil  Indies,  in  confequence  of  the  fzGt  ftated  in  the  letter 
which  the  honourable  gentleman  had  juft  read  ? 
Mr.  Mr.  AfoUniux  aniwcred,  that  he  really  had  not  the  honour 

Moljueux  of  knowing  Mr.  Frazer;  but  th^t  he  had  been  his  minifter 
and  his  furgeon,  and  had  his  fifty  pounds  .a  year,  and  his 
hogfliead  of  fugar,  and  therefore  it  did  not  appear  handfome 
if,  in  confider^ition  of  all  this,  the  duties  of  his  office  were 
not  fulfilled.  He  had  not,  however,  read  the  letter  as  an  in-' 
tended  charge  againft  the  reverend  gentleman,  but  as  a  vin* 
dicatory  proof  of  the  humanity  of  the  planters. 
Sir  Chirl.  Sir  Charles  MiddUtcn  obferved  that  the  honourable  gentle* 
Middleton  man  had  not  given  any  anfwer  to  his  queftion.  Was  Mr. 
Frazer,  or  was  be  not,  difcharged  in  confequence  of  the  letter 
which  the  honourable  gentleman  had  read  to  the  Houfe  ? 

Mn 
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Mr.  AUlpuux  replied  that  he  really  could  not  engage  to  Mr.  Mo-* 
anfwer  the  honoarable  Baronet.  He  did  not  know  when  be  lyneuz. 
was  difcharged ;  he  left  thofe  matters  to  his  attorney,  and 
was  glad  to  get  a  perfon  of  that  profeffiony  who  lived  near  his 
elhte,  to  a&  for  hira;  and  as  to  the  letter^  eighteen  years  had 
expired  iince  he  received  it,  a  circumftance  which  including 
a  confiderable  lapfe  of  tinoe,  of  courfe,  difabied  him  from 
fpeaking  fo  particularly  as  the  honourable  Baronet  deiired* 

Sir  Charles  MidiUtan  having  premifed  that  Mr*  Frazer  Sir  Char, 
had  given  evidence  before  the  Privy  Council  with  the  utmoft   Middle- 
reputation  to   himfelf,  and  might  poflibly  be  called  to  that    ton. 
bar  to  give  his  evidence  again;  added  that  if  this  fhould  prove 
the  cafe  he  would  make  a  point  of  putting  that  queftion  to 
him  which  the  honourable  gentleman  appeared  fo  defirous  to 
evade  anfwering. 

^IrfViiliam  Dolbm  rofe  and  ol)ferved  that  if  jufticc  had  Sir  Wm. 
not  been  done  by  the  honourably  Baronet  who  fpoke  laft  to  P^lbeo, 
Mr.  Frazer»  he  intended  to  have  rifen  for  that  purpofe,  as 
he  well  knew  Mr.  Frazer  to  be  a  man  of  probity  and  honour, 
and  was  perfuaded  that  he  would  be  able  to  clear  himfelf  from 
any  imputation  which  might  be  caft  upon  him,  to  the  fatis- 
fafiion  of  that  Houfe,  and  in  a  manner  confiflent  with  his 
own  reputation.  With  regard  to  the  honourable  gentleman's 
letter  which  he  had  produced  it  was  rather  inadmiffible  evi-. 
dence,  as  it  was  only  an  ex  parte  evidence  of  his  own  Privy 
Council.  As  to  what  an  honourable  Member  under  the  gal- 
lery had  faid  of  his  readinefs  to  Aand  forward  in  the  caufe  of 
hamanity,  he  believed  that  this  honourable  gentleman  would 
be  the  firft  man  to  ftand  forth  in  the  abolition  of  any  cruel 
and  oppreffive  trade,  and  if  the  Houfe  could  make  out  that 
the  flave  trade  was  cruel  and  oppreiHve,  he  nad  no  doubt  but 
they  (hoold  find  the  honourable  gentleman  voting  for  its  abo- 
lition. They  ihould  alfo  have  the  Members  for  London,  for 
Liverpocl,  and  for  Briftol.  He  hoped  that  they  fhould  en- 
joy the  good  foitune  to  fucceed^  and  if  they  did,  he  had  no 
doQht  but  thofe  honour.ible  gentlemen  would  lofe  (ight  of  all 
confideration  of  their  own  profits,  and  the  intertfts  which 
they  felt  in  the  continuance  of  the  trade,  and  put  them,  as  it 
werei  in  the  back -ground  of  the  piSure*  * 

Mr.  Martin  wifhed  to  be  informed  of  one  particular— it  Mr, 
had  been  ftated  by  an  honourable  gentleman,  (Mr.  Cruger)  Martiv 
that  it  was  reported,  in  Briftol,  that  the  negroes,  in  Jamaica, 
were  to  be  emancipated  if  this  bill  (hould  pafs.  He  wifhed 
to  know  if  fnch  Were  the  intentional  confequences  of  the  abo« 
lition.  He  thought  that  no  fuch  determination  could  eattft 
in  the  minds  of  any  of  the  friends  of  this  meafure;  and  this 
would  continue  to  be  his  opinion  if  he  heard  no  particular  af- 
fmioQ  to  contradid  it ;  for  it  would  .provf  impoffible  for 

tbefe. 
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thefe  perfons  to  be  fo  happy  in  znf  other  country^  as  they 
wert)  at  prefent»  in  oar  fettlements.     Having  been  removed 
from  their  native  foil,  tliey  could  not  be  more  comfortable 
than  where  they  were  now  i'upported  and  proteSed. 
Sir  John       Sir  yohn  Sinclair  (uppofed  that  the  honourable  gentleman 
Sinclair,   was  anxious  to  go  dire^ly  into  a  Committee,  for  the  purpofe 
of  calling,  among  other  witneflfes,  the  CommilTioners  of  the 
Excife  and  Cufloms  to  the  bar,  in  order  that  they  might  be 
examined  as  to  the  amount  of  the  produce  of  Excii'e  and 
Cuftoms  arifing  from  the  flave  trade,  and  the  exports  to  Af- 
rica. 
Mr.  Mr.  Baring  hinted  that  in  the  opening  fpeech  of  the  ho* 

Baring,    nourable  gentleman  on  the  preceding  Tuefday  fe^nnight,  he 

had  exaggerated  the  mortality  of  the  negroes. 
Mr.  Wil-      Mr.  W'tlberforce  anfwered  that  what  the  honourable  gentle- 
berforce.    man  had  fa  id  was  a  fit  fubjed  for  difcuffion  in  the  Committee, 
and*  therefore  he  would,  not  then  enter  upon  it,  and  he  trufted 
that  the  honourable  gentleman  would  do  him  the  perfonal 
jufticet6  believe  that  he  had  not  idly,  or  upon  light  grounds, 
ftated  the  amount  of  the  mortality  in  queAion. 
Mr.*  J.         Mr.  J.  Smiih  faid  tliat  thofe  who  ol)je£led  to  the  bill  had 
Smith,     one  of  thefe  three  propofitions  to  prove,  in  order  to  invali- 
date its  propriety  and  necefiity.     Firft,  that  tbefituation  and 
treatment  of  the  negroes  were  not  fuch  as  to  authorize  the 
abolition  of  the  trade.     Secondly,  that  the  Weft-India  trade 
could  not  becondufled  without  the  exiftence  of  this  fpecies 
of  commerce  to  Africa.     And,    thirdly,  that  its  abolition 
would  be  deftruflive  to  our  tr^de  m  thefe  iflands.    One  of 
,  thefe  it  was  neceifary  to  prove  before  any  attention  could  be 

given  to  the  oppofition  which  (he  faw)  exi Aed  againft  the  mea- 
fure.  If  either  of  them  could  be  afcertained,  it  would  greatlj 
tend  to  alter  his  fentiments  on  the  fubjefl,  but,  as  far  as  he 
had  confidered  it,  he  thought  that  the  abolition  would  be 
more  confirmed  the  more  it  was  enquired  into.  With  r^ard 
to  the  ailertion  of  the  two  right  honourable  gentlemen  (Mr. 
Fox  and  Mr.  Burke)  that  the  merchants  trading  to  the  Weft 
Indies  ought  not  to  be  indemnfied'by  government  for  what 
they  might  fuiFer  by  the  abolition  of  this  trade,  he  could  not 
agree  with  the  pofition  entirely,  although  it  was  certainly  a 
principle  of  found  policy  that  perfons  embarking  in  a  com- 
mercial concern,  under  the  immediate  fanAion  of  govern- 
ment, engaged  with  a  fenfe  of  all  its  conveniences  and  incon- 
veniences. It  was,  therefore,  at  their  own  pltafu re  and  haz- 
ard, whatever  property  they  rifl^ed  in  the  enterpriy^e.  This 
be  admitted  was  juft  with  regard  to  commerce  in  general; 
but  he  could  not  admit  it  with  refpe£l  to  every  foecies  of 
commerce.  It  did  not  apply,  in  his  opinion,  to  our  trade 
with  the  W^ft  Indies;  this  was  a  kind  of  trAffic  that  was  to- 
tally 
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tally  iiSkreat  from  commerce  in  general.  Confiderable 
fams  of  money  were  expended  in  the  cultivation  of  lands 
tbt  were  feveral  years  before  they  made  a  return.  It  would 
be,  therefore,  exceedingly  difficult  for  the  planter,  on  the 
abolition  of  this  trade,  to  withdraw  his  capital  immediately, 
foas  to  employ  it  without  lofs  of  time  in  fome  other  mode  of 
ibling.  If  he  could,  then  the  principle  laid  down  by  thofe 
right  hononrable  gentlemen  might  be  as  equally  admitted 
with  regard  to  this  trade  as  to  any  other;  but  as  the  capital 
could  oot  be  withdrawn  under  a  great  length  of  time,  he 
thoQght  whatever  injury  the  planter  might  then  fuflain  from 
the  abolition  iliould  be  repaid  by  the  government. 

Colonel  Phipps  obferved,  that  as  his  honourable  friend  had  Colonti 
confented  to  wi|hdraw  his  motion,  there  was  no  queilion  Phippt. 
before  the  Houfe. 

Mr.  Alderman  IVatfon^  rifing  again,  a  loud  cry  prevailed  Mr.  AM^ 
tii  ffiiif  Jpohi  The  Alderman  reminded  the  Houfe  that  he  Watfon. 
bad  refervcKi  tobtmfelf  a  right  to  ftate  his  fentiments  when  a 
fit  opportunity  offered.    Me  took  notice  of  Sir  William  Dol* 
ben's  declaration,  that  he  (hould  be  able  to  prove  that  the 
trade  of  Africa  was  cruel  and  oppreffive,  and  that  the  Weft- 
India  iflands  could  be  cultivated  without  negroes ;  a  declara- 
tion to  the  poffibility  of  eftablifhing  which  he  muft  beg  leave  ' 
to  give  bis  negative.    Juftice  and  policy  (he  added)  were 
deeply  interefted  in  not  abolifhing  the  flave  trade  imme* 
iiaicly. 

Mr,  Alderman  Sawbridge  faid  a  few  words  again  on  the  Mr.  Aid. 
i^bjed.    Here  the  qucftion  was  called,  and  the  Speaker  afk-  Sawbridge 
^  as  it  had  been  propofed  to  withdraw  the  motion,  whether 
it  was  the  pfeafure  of  the  Houfe  that  it  fhould  be  withdrawn  ; 
it  was  agreed  to  in  the  affirmative.    7  he  queftion  was  ac- 
cordingly withdrawn. 

Lord  Maitland  wifhed  to  know  if  it  were  underftood  that     Lord 
thofe  gentlemen  who  intended  to  adduce  evidence  againft  the  Maitland. 
propofitions  before  the  Houfe,  would  be  permitted  to  ftate 
that  on  die  fecond  reading  of  the  bill,  which  they  might  not 
^  prepared  to  advance  in  the  Committee, 

Mr.  fin  thought  that  if  in  their  bringing  forward  their  Mr.  Piiu 
evidence  there  was  any  remained  after  the  firft  examination, 
^hich  they  could  not  adduce  before  the  fecond  reading,  they 
would  certainly  be  competent  to  adduce  it. 

I^iord  i1ii7f//iiW  ftated  in  what  particular  he  wiflied  to  be     Lord 
fatisfied.    It  might  fo  happen  that  in  giving  their  evidence  a  Maitland. 
r^ply  might  be  made  which  would  require  another  reply  from  . 
them.    He  wifhed  to  know  that  if  tbey  were  not  then  pre- 
pared to  ftate  that  anfwer— whether  they  would  be  at  liberty 
^0  offer  it  in  the  next  ftag^of  the  bufiocfs  ? 

Mr. 
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Mr*  Pitt.  ^^*  ^''^  replied  that  for  the  fake  of  giving  everr  opponu- 
nity  of  laying  before  the  Committee  ali  poffible  objefiiont  to 
the  bill»  or  to  the  anfwer  which  might  be  made  to  the  firft 
evidence  ftated,  he  ihould  conceive  that  gentlemen  would  be 
permitted  to  give  in  their  further  anfwers  according  to  the 
manner  mentioned  by  the  nobie  Lord.  But  when  he  admitted 
this  he  did  not  think  it  perfe£^ly  confident  with  the  orders  of 
fuch  proceedings.  When  counfei  and  evidence  was  fufiered 
to  be  brought  againft  any  meafore  before  the  Houie,  it  Was 
generally  underftoody  that  ail  the  objedions  were,  at  firfl,  to 
be  fiated ;  and  that  it  was  in  the  power  of  any  of  the  Mem* 
bers  of  the  Committee  to  offer  any  point  which'might  invali* 
date  thefe  objet^iont^  in  fupport  of  their  own  propofitions. 
But  it  did  noty  therefore,  follow  that  further  evidence  was 
to  be  heard  to  controvert  thefe  replies;  otherwiie  there  could 
be  no  poflible  means  of  afcertaining  to  what  a  period  fuch  an 
examination  might  extend.  But  (as  he  had  before  ftated) 
for  the  fake  of  giving  every  opportunity  to  tbofe  who  confi- 
dered  their  interefts  fo  immediately  concerned  in  this  meafure, 
to  bring  every  evidence  which  they  poilibly  could  agaiaft  it, 
it  fttmed  expedient  that  they  ftiould  be  permitted  to  offer 
whatever  they  had  not  an  opportunity  of  carry  ingbefore  the 
Committee  on  the  firft  examination. 

Mr.  Fox.  Mr.  Fox  faii  that  the  right  honourable  gentleman  (Mr. 
Pitt)  was,  in  his  opinion,  per&£lly  right,  and  he  hoped,  for 
the  reafons  now  ftated,  that  the  evidence  would  be  all  adduced 
on  the  firft  examination.  However,  if  this  fhould  be  found 
impracticable,  the  gentlemen  would  certainly  be  fuffered  to 
adduce  all  at  the  fecond  reading,  which  they  were  not  prepa- 
ced  with  in  time  for  the  firft  examination  iii  the'Committee. 
The  fubjedt  being  thus  fettled, 
Mr.  Mr.  Gafcoyne^  jun.  moved  that  the  petitions  might  be  read, 

^aicoyne.  in  order  that  he  might  afterwards  move  that  the  petitioners 
fhould  be  permitted  to  be  heard  by  their  counfei  at  the  bar  of 
the  Houfe. 

The  petitions  being  read,  he  moved  that  the  petitioners 
might  have  permiillon,  if  they  chofe,  to  be  heaid  by  them- 
fel  ves  or  their  counfei  at  the  bar  of  the  Houfe  on  the  fubjciSt 
of  the  petitions.— —Granted. 

Mr.  Gafcoyne,  jun.  next  moved  that  the  Hoofe  fiiould, 
upon  the  enfuing  Monday,  refolve  itfelf  into  a  Committee 
to  confider  the  faid  petitions. 
This  motion  was  read  and  pafied. 

Mr.  Aid.      Mr.  Alderman  Nrtvnham  having  obferved  that  from  the 

NewnhaiD  noife  which  prevailed  in  the  Houfe,  he  did  not  hear  the  mo- 
tion pafs,  exprefled  his  wiflies  that  it  might  be  withdrawn, 
and  to  this  was  he  the  more  earneftly  impelled,  becaufe  he 
had  been  informed  by  feveral  of  the  petitioners  that  they  could 

not 
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not  be  prepared  with  their  evidence  and  counfel  fo  early  fts 

Monday.    Any  other  day  he  hoped,  therefore,  might  be' 

cbofen. 
Tht  Spsaier  faid'that  he  was  forry  that  his  endeavoars  to     The 

enforce  the  order  of  the  Houfe  had  not  been  foefiFeftual  a»  to  Speaker. 

have  commanded  fuflBcient  iilence  for  the  motion  which  he 
read  to  have  been  heard.  He  hoped,  therefore, .  as  it  ;had. 
happened,  that  the  motion  would  be  withdrawn,  and  T  ucfday 
appointed  inftead  of  Monday.  And  he  truiled,  likewife, 
that  gentlemen  would  not  confider  the  motion  having  thus 
piffed  as  owing  to  any  mifcoodud  in  him — but  to  the  iilence 
of  the  Houfe  not  being  properly  obferved.  , 

yiufViibirforci  did  not  approve  of  any  farther  delay,  if  Mr.  WiU 
it  could  be  avoided — great  lofs  of  time  had  already  occurred,  berforce. 
He  was,  however,  not  againft  giving  gentlemen  any  time  that 
was  tLought  neceflary.  But  as  feveralhad  declared  that  they 
had  formed  their' opinions,  and  made  up  their  minds  on  the 
Icbjed,  he  thought  they  would  be  prepared  to  enter  on  the 
bofinefs  as  well  on  Monday  as  on  Tuefday, 

Mr.  Alderman  Nnvnbam  remarked  that  if  motions  were  Mr.  AM. 
not  heard  by  the  Members  in  the  Houfe  from  there  being  not  Newnham 
/L'Scient  Ctence  obferved,  he  muil  confider  fuch  motioi^s^  aU 
though  pafled,  as  of  no  effe£t ;  for  they  could  not  be  faid  to 
itave  pafled  iinlefs  the  Members  heard  what  was  propofed  for 
their  afient  or  diflent.  He  Ihould,  therrfore,  uron  the 
morrow  take  an  opportunity  of  moving  for  the  difcharge  of 
the  order,  and  naming  that  day  which  he  /hould  find,  on 
again  confulting  his  friends,  (the  petitioners)  was  moft  con« 
Tenient  to  them  for  producing  their  evidence  and  counfel. 

The  Syaktr  anfwered  that  as  the  honourable  gentleman  The 
had  given  notice  to  the  Houfe  that  he  would  take  an  oppor-  Speaker, 
tunity  of  cofifulting  the  petitioners  when  it  would  be  conve- 
nient to  go  into  the  Committee,  and  that  he  vvould  upon  the 
Dorrow  move  for  the 'difcharge  bf  the  order  for  Monday  to 
3  much  more  convenient 'day,  he  hoped  that  the  bufinefs 
would  remain  fettled  in  this  manner  without  any  farther  al* 
tercation-  ,     ' 

Mr.  Gafcojnej  jun.  thought  that  it  would  not  be  proper  for  Mr. 
him  to  move  for  the  withdrawing  of  a  motion  which  he  had  Gafcoyne. 
now  been  the  caufe  of  having  pafied.  He  had  moved  it  with- 
oQt  any  convenient  confultatton  with  any  of  the  parties* 
The  honourable  and  worthy  Alderman  who  had.confulted 
^ith  them,  was,  certainly,  more  competent  than  he  was  to 
have  named  the  day.  He  hoped^  therefore,  the  Houfe  would 
^t  the  fuggeftton  of  the  honourable  gentleman,  and  confi- 
der that  Tuefday,  and  not  Monday,  was  the  day"* for  goin^ 
into  the  Committee  without  making  any  other  motion,  which 
it  was  then  ic)propcr  in  him  to  make. 
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It  being  generally  undorftood  that  Tuefday,  and  not  Mon- 
day, was  to  be  the  day  for  the  Houfe  rrfolving  itfclf  into  a 
Committeeon  the  faid  petitions,  they  immediately  adjourned. 

Monday  2yh  Afay, 

Ko  debate  fo  materially  important  as  to  requite  a  particular 
detail  occurred. 

Tuefdayy  t6th  May, 

Aid.  ^x.  Alderman  Netvnham  obferved,  that  having  for  tome 

Newnham  d^ys  paft  conceived  it  to  be  extremely  proper  that  on  fo  im- 
portant a  bufinefs  as  an  abolition  of  the  flave  trade  a  full  atten- 
dance flioutd  take  place ;  and  that  on  this  account  a  call  of 
the  Houfe  was  highly  neceflary ;  he  fhould  therefore  move  for 
a  call  of  the  Houfe  on  that  day  fortnight. 
Mr.  Mr*  Sumner  dwelt  upon  the  inconvenience  which  would 

Sumner,  naturally  arife  to  Members  from  a  call  of  the  Houfe  being  fuf- 
fered  to  pafs.  He  fhould,  therefore,  vote  againft  the  call» 
unlefs  it  was  Aated  that  gentlemen  would  poiitively  go 
through  the  bufinefs  this  ieffion,  or  that  they  would  pnly 
hear  evidence  during  the  prefent  feflion,  and  pofipone  their 
final  deciiipn  on  the  fubjed  to  the  next. 
Aid.  Mr.  A\AtT\mr\.Newnham  thought  it  was  neceflary  that  no 

Newnham  part  of  the  propofitions  fliould  be  difcuCed  in  a  thin  Houfe, 
and  faid  that  it  lefted  with  the  gentlemen  who  brought  tbem 
forward  to  declare  whether  they  meant  to  make  any  motion 
on  them. 
Mr.  Wil-      Mr.  iVtlberforce  anfwcred  that  it  was  as  much  his  Willi  as 
betforcc.  it  could  be  the  wi/Ii  of  the  honourable  gentleman  who  fpoke 
before  him,  that  the  Houfe  fliould  be  well  attended  during 
the  difcuf&on  of  the  bufniefs  on  which  they  were  about  to  en- 
ter.    He  therefore  moved  the  call  of  the  Houie  for  that  day 
three  weeks* 
Aid.         Mr.  Alderman  Newnham  remarked  that  all  which  he  wan- 
Kcwnham  ted  wa»  merely  that  the  queAion  fhould  not  be  brought  for- 
ward without  a  eal!  of  the  Houfe*     If,  however,  it  was  the 
intention  of  gentlemen  to  |)oApone  the  bufinefs,  he  fliould 
not  prefs  his  motion. 
I^ord         Lord  Maltland  declared  that  with  regard  to  having  tUe  call 
Miitland.  ^^  f^o"  ^^  poffibic,  he,  for  one,  fliould  not  confent   to   the 
call  being  difcharged,  becaufe  it  was  impoiHble  to  fix  the  pre- 
cffe  time  for  debating  on  a  fubjef^  previous  to  tlie  difcufflon  of 
which  much  information  and  argument  were  to  be  offered. 
Mr.  Mr.  Sumner  thought  it  abfurd  that  Members  fhould  be  per- 

SHEnaer.  mitted  tobeabfent  during  the  examination  of  evidence.  He 
therefore  wifhed  to  poflpone  the  bufinefs  till  the  eofuiog 
feffioQ. 

-K  Mr. 
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Mr.  DrAe  iconfidezed  it  at  «n  tmmateri)d  point  whethar 
Memfaen  atusndfid  then,  or  at  any  other  timc^  fo  as  they^ 
£iialJj  did  their  duty.  The  bultneB  of  the  Budget  was 
foon  to  come  Qn»  and  fuch  a  aa^nitudinous  fubjeft  ;^  the 
prefent  had  better  therefore  be  de^rred.  He  did  apt  think 
that  the  prefent  difcikffioa  covld  come  to  a  reiconcileable  ter- 
mtoatioa  thi«  feffion,  and  hoped^  therefore,  that  the  M inifter 
woold  ftand  forward  to  objed  to  the  motion  for  the  call  of 
the  Hocrfe. 

Mr.  Huffej  obferved  that  the  £rft  of  this  nontb  had  been  Mr. 
ftated  as  too  late  for  the  difcuffion  of  the  btifinefs,  and  yet  on  Huffej. 
the  aSch  it  was  thought  proper  to  be  taken  into  confideration. 
He  was  willing,  howeveti  that  the  huGnefs  ihould  be  now 
difcofledy  when  it  turned  on  fo  ferious  a  qiieftion  as  *<  thou 
^  iiah  do  no  mucder.**  Gentlemen  had  exprefled  a  wifli  for 
the  aboiition  of  the  flavie  trade,  but  from  looking  into  tlie  ' 
erideace  before  the  Houfe  (Mr.  Hufley  fatd)  be  faw  no  rea* 
fan  to  believe  that  fuch  on  abolitbn  was  neceflary.  They 
contended  that  it  would  not  prove  deftru£live  to  the  com- 
mecce  of  the  couotrv.  He  thought  that  the  high  chanidlers 
who  had  made  fucn  an  aiTertion  fhould  ftate  in  detail  the 
grounds  of  their  opinion,  and  if  that  opinion  ftood  on  fair  ar- 
SOBient  the  pvblic  would  go  with  them.  As  he  believed  that 
the  abolition  would  prove  deftru£li  ve  of  the  commerce  of  the 
country,  it  was  a  fatisfaidlion  which  he  considered  himfelf  its 
baring  a  right  to  expe£l. 

Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  obferved  that  when  the  time  of  the  Mr.  Pitt, 
debate  concerning  the  abolition  of  the  flave  tradi^did  copie 
on,  it  would  be  neceflary  for  the  difcoflion  t6  take  place  be^       . 
fore  a  weil-attendcd  Houle.    If  the  fubjed  had  not  be^n 
broi^ht  forward  till  rather  late  in  the  feffion  it  was  not  owing 
to  any  intentional.delay,  but  to  circumftances  of  peculiar  im- 
portance which  had  unexpefiedly  occurred.     With  regard  to 
his  own  opinion  on  the  fubje£t  there  were  reafons  on  which  it 
was  founded,  which,  to  his  mind,  appeared  unanfwerably 
juft.     NocwithfVanding   this   circumftance,     however,    be 
fliodd  attend  to  the  difcuffion  as  impartially  as  if  he  had  felt 
no  bias  nor  prepoileflion.     As  to  the  right  honourable  g^ntie- 
i^'s  having  dedrcd   him  to  argue  his  opinion,  could  that 
right  honourable  geotleman  believe  fuch  conduS  parliament   * 
^Vf  ^  He  was  prepared  for  ftating  the  grounds  of  his  opinion       , 
at  a  proper  time,  but  he  wiOied  firft  to  have  all  the  materials 
''hich  were  neceflary  to  elucidate  the  fubjeift,  and  which 
^«te  intended  to  be  laid  before  the  Houfe. 

Mr.  Macnamara  trufted  that  the  Houfe  would  not  longer  Mr.  Mac- 
procraliinate  the  inveftigation  of  a  fubjecSt  of  fuch  magnitude   nimtra. 
and  importance      Gentlemen  fhould  confidcr  the  injury  fuf- 
fered  by  the  Colonifts,  even  from  the  bare  agitation  of  the 
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queftion.    What  compenfation  could  be  made  for  the  lofs  of 
the  credit  of  this  country)  if  they  forebore  coming  to  a  de- 
cifion  on  a  matter  of  fuch  confequence  ?-    He  for  one  was  for 
a  cait  of  the  Houfe,  though  on  a  motion  the  moft  methodif* 
ticaL  canting,  and  hypo€ritical. 
Mr.  Pitt.      Nir.  Chancellor  Pitt  anfwered  that  no  man  who  wifhed  to 
preferve  a  refped  for  his  own  charadler,  ought  to  argue  in 
that  perfonal  manner  in  any  ftage  of  the  bufinefs*     With  re  * 
gard  to  the  idea  applied  to  thofe  who  had  brought  forward  the 
fubjed,  it  was  what  no  perfon  could  really  entertain,,  or 
with  any  degree  of  decency  venture  to  utter;  and  it  behoved 
gentlemen  during  the  difcuffion  of  fuch  a  queftion  to  come 
intOfthe  Houfe  not  with  fenfations  o^ perfonal  ennfity  but 
with  a  fpirit  of  cool  enquiry  and  candid  examination. 
Mr.RoUc^      Mr.  jRo /talked,  whether  it  would  not  be  better  to  hare 
the  evidence  printed  ?  If  the  Houfe  were  to  go  into  the  evi- 
dence, the  extent  of  whlcli  was  great,  during  the  prefent 
feffion,  he  was  clear  that  it  could  not  be  all  produced.     He 
thought,  therefore,  they  (hould  confine  themfelves  to  the 
evidence  i!iis  feffion^  and  let  the  main  quefiion  go  over  to  the 
next. 
Ld.  Ad-       The  Lord  Advocate  •/  Scotland  obferved  that  it  would  give 
vocate  of  him  much  concern  if  the  bare  agitation  of  the  queftion  fliould 
Scotland,  prove  of  injurious  confequences  to  the  Weft-Indian  planters. 
Nothing  confiderable  had  been  done  dtiring  the  prefent  fefixon, 
and  it  would  be  better  to  poftpone  tlie  bufmefs  to  the  next. 
He  concluded  by  declaring  that  he  (hould  vote  againft  the 
motion.  ^ 

Mr.         Mr.  5/.  John  conceived  that  in  a  quefiion  in  which  were 
St.  John,  involved  the  interefts  of  the  planters  on  the  one  hand,  and 
the  caufe  of  humanity  on  the  other,  the  Houfe  ought  to 
tome  to  a  decifion  as  foon  as   poflible.     Infinuations  had 
'  been  thrown  out  againft  a  fet  of  men  which  ought  to  be  exa- 
mined into  without  delay.     The  queftion,  therefore,  from 
its' importance,  rendered  it  neceilary  that  there  (hould  be  a 
call  of  the  Houfe. 
irfr.  Mr.  Martin  reprobated  the  idea  of  gentlemen  feeling  it  in- 

Martio.  convenient  to  attend  the  call  of  the  Houfe.  He  did  not 
think  it  decent  for  Members  of  Parliament  to  hurry  from  bu- 
finefs  to  their  country  feats  like  fo  many  fchool-boys.  An 
honourable  gentleman  had  afked,  why  the  bufinefs  was  to  be 
fpeedily  brought  forward  ?  The  reafou  was  becaufe  it  invol- 
ved in  ic  the  happinefs  of  thoufands. 
Sir  Sir  R*  Hill  earneftly  hoped  that  while  the  Houfe  was  de- 

R.  Hill,  bating  on  the  flavc  trade,  they  would  not  Ank  to  the  condition 
of  flaves  themfelves.  «They  had  been  fitting  with  patience 
on  the  fubje£t  fqr  a  long  time,  and  if  they  were  to  continue 
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fitting  all  the  fiunmer»  the  heat,  it  might  be  feared,  would  lite- 
rally caufe  a  diiTolution  of  Parliament. 

Mr.  ffilberjhce  obferved,  chat  all  which  had  been  ftated  Mr.  WiU 
00  the  one  haod  relative  to  private  convenience,  and  on  the  berforce, 
other  to  onr  duty  to  the  colonifts,  made  for  his  argument ; 
becaufe  private  convenience  ought  to  give  way  to  public  du* 
ty,  and  their  duty  taught  them  ro  make  an  early  decifion. 
He  could  not  help  being  furprifed,  that  an  honourable  and 
learned  gentleman,  who  before  feemed  to  be  inclined  to  his 
fide  of  the  qneftion,  fhould  wi(h,  on  the  prefent  occaAon,  fo 
much  to  contribute  to  private  convenience.  He,  for  his 
part,  would  declare,  that  privat9«x:onvenience  ought  to  give 
place  to  public  duty.  He  was  no  lefs  adoniihed,  that  the 
honourable  and  learned  gentleman  fiiould  contend  that  little 
had  been  done  in  the  courfe  of  the  prefent  feffion.  Great 
and  important  queftions  had  furely  been  agitated  in  the 
courfe  of  the  prefent  feffion.  As  the  quelTion  reAed  on 
the  grounds  of  humanity  and  religion,  it  might  have  been 
excufeable,  Mr.  Wilberforce  added,  that  he  had  not  gone 
into  minute  particulars,  but  left  gentlemen  to  judge  trom 
thof&'grounds.  He  did  not,  there&>re,  think  himfelf  well 
ofcd,  when  he  was  called  on  to  detail  the  reafons  for  his 
opinion ;  efpecially  as  thofe  who  had  aflerted  that  the  abo- 
lition would  ruin  the  commerce  of  this  country,  h^d  not 
gone  into  particulars  to  date  how  that  ruin  would  be  pro* 
duced.  Aflertions  were  made  that  ne  bufinefs  on  the  fub- 
jeflhad  been  done;  but,  had  they  not  proceeded  a  great  way 
on  the  fubjeA,  and  had  they  not  obtained  the  Report  which 
was  then  on  the  table?  He  did  not  think,  when  he  brought 
forward  the  motion,  that  he  Ihould  lofe  the  efleem  of  per- 
fons  whofegood  opinion  he  wilhed  to  poifefs  ;  but  feeling 
what  he  bad* done  to  be  a  point  of  duty,  he  fhould  not  fufFec 
focb  feotiments  to  have  place  a  moment  in  his  mind;  but 
woold  proceed,  expefting  to  meet  much  obloquy  and  perfonal 
farcafm,  which  he  fliould  treat  with  all  poffible  calmnefs  and 
lorbearance. 

Lord  Ftnrhyn  obfervcd,  that  the  inoft  efficacious  method  Lord 
of  anfwering  the  honourable  gentleman's  fpeech,  would  be  to  Pcnrhya. 
examine  the  evidence.  He  trulled,  when  evidence  was  called 
to  the  bar,  that  the  honourable  gentleman's  fentiment$ 
would  not  prove  fo  well  founded  as  he  appeared  to  think 
them.  Before  gentlemen  came  to  a  divifion  on  what  con- 
cerned the  welfare  of  the  commerce  of  the  country,  they 
ought  to  have  a  full  Houfe;  and  it  would  alfo  be  neceiTary 
that  thofe  concerned  in  the  ilafve  ti^de  fhould  have  an  op- 
portunity rf  wiping  off  the  obloquy  which  was  intended  to 
criminate  individuaU^  and  to  prejudice  the  miuds  of  the  coun- 
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try,  before  the  Houfe  came  to  a  fair  trial.  Heflionld^  ther 

fore^  move  for  the  call. 

6ir  Wm.      Sir  fVittiam  Dolien  deciamd)  lihat  he  had  not  hea^d-of  axi 

Dotben.  indiridaafl  being  criminated,  but  only  of  the  general  fyftei 
of  the  abolition  of  tlie  'flave  trade  being  attacked. 
Mr.  Mr.  Gafcoyne  obfervedy  that  he  could  not  coincide  V9xx 

Gafcoyne,  the  honourable  gentleman  opposite  to  him  (Mr.  Wilberfbrci 
who  thought  proper  to  contend  that  the  Houfe  bad  loft  n 
time  during  the  prefent  feffion.  He,  for  his  part,  though 
that  they  bad  loft  a  great  deal  of  time.  The  honour ab] 
gentleman  rofe  a  few  days  before  the  Eafter  holidayij  to  Is 
ment  that  they  were  cofning,  and  that  they  muft  poftpon 
it  till  afterwards.  With  regard  to  what  had  been  ui^ed  re 
fpetSling  private  convenience,  hetnuft  fay,  that  if  they  i^cti 
to  be  driven  to  the  general  queftion,  it  ought  to  be  in  a  ful 
Houfe.  Mr.  Gafcoyne  begged  leaVe  to  ik  the  honourabii 
gentleman  a  queftion  which  he  had  not  yet  anfwered,  an< 
that  was,  what  was  the  mode  of  the  intended  abolition  ?  H* 
thought  that  there  would  be  a  diflerence  on  that  fabjed  ;  bu 
furely,  if  it  was  a  manly  plan,  the  honourable  geatlemac 
would  give  every  information. 
Mr.  Mr.  Minchin  obferved,  that  by  a  call  ef  the  Hottfe^  per^ 

Minchia.  fons  would  be  brought  toattend  the  difcuflion  of  thebufinefsj 
who  had  not  as  yet  received  fuficient  information  on  the 
fubjed.  He  thought  there  were  gentleman  enow  in  to^vn 
to  confider  the  matter.  He  (hould,  therefore,  vote  agatnil 
the  call. 

Sir  Janes       Sir  yames  Johnftom  declared,  that  it  was  the  duty  of  every 

Johnftone.  Member  to  attend  onfo  important  an  occafiQn,  fpr  the  glory 
of  religion  and  humanity.     He  fliould  therefore  give  his  vote 
for  the  motion. 
Mr.  Mr.  Cruger  recommended  a  call  of  tlie  Houfe,  but  fa^r  no 

Cruger.  occadon  for  its  being  at  fo  early  a  period,  as  the  interference 
of  the  holidays  would  wafle  a  fortnight,  and  it  would  be  at 
leaft  a  month  after  that  before  he  could  get  through  the  evi- 
dence which  was  neceflary  to  be  examined  on  fo  Hioraen- 
tous  a  queftion.  He  underftood  that  a  full  Houfe  was  deiired 
only  when  they  came  to  determine  on  the  great  queftion  of 
the  twelve  propofitions.  Then  he  was  fure  that  every  Mem- 
ber would  confider  it  his  incumbent  duty  to  attend,  but  un- 
til  then,  he  thought  compullion  hard  upon' thofe  who  had 
either  a  wifli  to  be  in  the  country,  or  bufioefsto  detain  thetn 
there. 

Sir  Wm.       Sir  IVilliam  lounge  declared  that  he  ftiouid  vote  for  a  call 
Y  oynge.  of  the  Houfe. 

Motion  was  made,  <<  That  this  Houfe  he  called  over  on 
'*  Tuefday  the  9th  day  of  June  next;"  when  the  Houfe  di- 
vided; Ayes,  158;    Noes,  28. 

4  The 
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TheHoafe  a^ounied'. 

ffednejday^  7:'jfb  May. 

TheHoufe  having  refblved  itfelf  iii  a  Committee  of  Sup- 
ply^ Mr.  Gilbert  in  the  chairy 

Mr.  Meele,  in  the  abfence  of  thQ  Secretary  at  War,  moved 
the  refolution>  ^'  That  a  fum,  not  exceeding  a  fpecitic 
^  amount,  be  granted  as' a  fupply  to  His  Majedy,  to  enable 
^  His  Majeily  to  defray  the  expences  ot  the  extraordinaries 
"  of  the  army  of  the  paft  year." 

Mr.  Hujfcy  previouily  declaring  that   he  did  not  objed      Mr. 
lightly  or  capriciouily  to  the  vote  propofed,  reminded  the   Huflcy* 
Committee  of  the  Report  made  from  a  Committee,'  of  which 
aright  honourable gentleoun  then  prefent  (the  Speaker)  had 
been  Chairman,  in  which  it  was  iliatedy  that  the  peace  edab- 
liihmentof  the  army  might  be  expedted  to  come  to  its  level 
fully  by  the  year  1790*     According  to  that  predifiion,  tiie 
Houfe  might  fcafonably  have  imagined^  that  the  prefent  ex- 
pence  of  the  army  would  have  borne  fome  proportion  at  lead 
to  what  they  were  taught  by  the  Report  to  which  he  had  ^1« 
luded,  to  expedl  would  be  their  amount  at  the  end  of  the  year 
1790.    Tliat  amount  was  three  millions  nine  hundred  thou« 
fand  pounds,  whereat  the  expence  of  the  army  for  the  prefent 
year  amounted  to  four  millions  five  hundred  thoufand  pounds* 
Mr.  Huficy  faid»  that  if  they  were  called  on  to  vote  fo  much 
iorthe  lervice  of  the  current  year,  in  a  time  of  profound 
peace,  though  he  did  not  mean  to  take  the  fenfe  of  the  Com- 
mittee upon  it,  he  could  not  confent  to  it,  unlefs  fome  very  ' 
good  reafon  were  afligned  for  it.    Befides,  when  he  adverted 
to  another   circumftance,  his  ohjeflion   was  Arengthened. 
They  began  the  year  a  million  worfe  than  at  the  commence- 
meat  of  the  lail.     Five  hundred  eighty-five  thoufand  pounds 
then  remained  to  be  taken  for  the  public  fervice  as  arfurplua 
of  the  finking  fund.     The  cafe  was  different  now.     There 
were  wanting  various  fume,   amounting  to  four  hundred 
tbouiand  pounds,  befides  which,  there  had  been  ufe4  three 
hundred  thoufand  pounds  of  an  old  debt  of  the  Eaft- India 
Company^  which*  with  other  fums,  amounted  nearly  to  tlie 
million  which  he  bad  mentioned.     Mr,  HuiTey  fpoke  of  th& 
burden  impofed  on  gentlemen  of  a  million  a  year,  which  they 
chearfully  bore,  for  the  benefit  of  themfelves  and  their  poile-* 
lity,  as  it  was  applied  to  that  very  deilreable  purpofe,  the 
diminution  of  the  national  debt.     He  concluded,  with  ex* 
pieSing  a  hope,  that  his  objeiSlion  would  not  be  deemed  trou- 
klefooieor  impertinent,  his  only  wifli  being  to  do  his  duty, 
2Qd  if  he  was  wrong,  he  was  perfuaded  that  he  ihouid  be 
better  informed  and  fet  right. 

Mr. 
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Mr. Steele      Mr.  Sueh  haying  premifed  that  there  was  no  gentleman 
whofe  obfervations  he^was  inclined  to  treat  with  more  re- 
fpedl  than  thofe  fogge^ed  from  time  to  time  by  the  honour- 
able  Member,  becaufe  be  was  perfnaded  that  they  ot;^inated 
in  a  perfe£tly  good  intention,  added,  that  the  extraordinaries 
of  the  army  certaiAly  did  exceed  what  might  be  expeded  to 
have  been  the  utmoft  amount  of  a  pence  eftablifiiment  ;  bet 
if  the  honourable  gentleman  would  look  to  the  extraordina- 
ries  as  ftated  in  the  accounts  laid  on  the  table,  he  would  fee^ 
that  the  increafe  was  occafioned  by  very  particular  fer vices, 
and  th;U  t1ie  general  articles  that  commonly  conftituted  the 
cxtraordinarits  of  the  army  were  rather  reduced  than  enflam- 
cd.     Mr.  Steele  pointed  out  the  particulars  which  were  in 
fad^  the  caufe  of  the  increafed  amdunt,  and  thefe  he  ftated 
to  be  the  demands  for  larger  fums  than  ufual  made  by  the 
Governors  of  the  Weft-India  iflandl,  who,  in  con(equence 
of  the  preparations  necefiarily  made   kr  the  defence  of  the 
iflands  in  1787,  when  there  was  a  probability  of  war,  had 
unavoidably  incurred  a  greater  expence  Aan  ufual,  and  their 
bills,  which  had  been  drawn  upon  the  Treafory  qn  that  ac- 
count, had  been  pailed  and  paid.     One  article  in  particular, 
Mr.  Steele  ftitcd  to  be  fixteen  thoufand  pounds  drawn  for  by 
the  Governor  of  the  ifland  of  Jamaica,  fouiteen  thoufand  of 
which  was  occafioned  by   the  evacuatix^n  of  the  Mufquiro 
Shore,  in  conformity  to  the  treaty  of  peace.     That  was  an 
expence,    which  would  not  occur  again,    and   tliere  were 
,  others  of  the  fame  nature,  fo  that,  in  faft,  there  was  every 
reafon  to  expecl,  that  at  the  end  of  the  year  1790,  or  rather 
1791,  if  the  peace  continued,  the  amount  of  the  arnry  ex- 
traordinaries  would  be  brought  within  the  compafs  ftated  in 
the  Report  alluded  to  by  the  honourabit  gentleman. 

When  the  queftion  on  the  fupply  to  defray  the  expence  of 

the  Botany  Bay  eftablifhment  was  put, 

Mr,  Mr.  Hujfey  faid,  the    Houfe  ought,  before   the   fom  was 

Huflej.    voted,  to  hear  from  Government,  how  far  the  Botany  Bay 

fcheme  appeared  likely   to  anfwer  their  cxpeSation,  and  to 

prove  beneficial  to  the  public. 

Mr.  Pitt.      Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  anfwered,  that  when  the  honourable 

gentleman  confidered  the  extreme  diftnnce  of  Botany  Bay 

from  this  country,  and  the  very  recent  eftablifhment  there, 

he  could  not  ^xpeft  that  Government  fhould  be  able  to  fpeak 

accurately,  or  with  any  great  degree  of  certainty,  upon  the 

fubjefl  ;  but,  from  all  the  accounts  that  had   been  received  " 

home,  there  was  every  reafon  to  fuppofe,  that  it  would  be 

beneficial  to  the  public,  and  fully  anfwer  the  expectations  of 

Government. 

The  refolutions  were  all  voted,  and  the  report  ordered  to 

be  made  on  the  morrow* 

.     Tht 
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Theoitkr  of  thedi^  (op  tiie  Hoaff*  to  refolve  itfelf  into 
a  Coaifnittee,  to  take  into  tfieir  cAnfideration  the  feveral 
petiticnt  that  had  been  prefemed  for  and  againft  the  abolition 
of  the  flave  trade,  having  been  read. 

Lord  Patrk^n  alleded  f o  a  paper  before  the  SeleA  Com-     Lord 
mitteeof  the  Piivy  Council^  which  he  underftood  would  Penrbyn. 
throw  much  information  on  the  fubjeA ;  and  as  it  was  the 
general  with  to  obtain  every  intelligence  which  could  eluci- 
date it^  he  conceived  that  tne  Houie  ought  to  have  the  paper 
vhich  he  had  mentioned  before  them* 

Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  declared,  that  he  had  no  recolledlioii  ^r.  p^^t, 
that  there  exifted  any  Yuch  paper. 

Sir  J^bn  Sinekir  remindc-d  the  Houfe^  that  he  had  already  Sir  John 
&led  his  idea  of  thepropiiet v  ofexamining  theCommiflionert  Sinclair, 
of  ExcHeand  Cuftoms  on  tHe  fobjefV  of  the  produce  of  ctif"- 
toms  ip4  excife,  in  coofeqaeiice  of  the  African  flave  trader 
aiid  the  in>ports  and  etportft  to  the  Weft-India  iflands*  In 
thedifcoffion  of  th^  IrHh  prppofiftions,  it  had  been  thought 
light  to  examinethe  Comtniflloners,  and  the  meafure  there 
adopted  had  been  that  of  ftating  a  general  queftion  to  them^ 
and  allowing  them  time  to  anfwer  it.  He  fliould  propofe  to 
follow  the  precedent  in  the  prefent  inftance;  and  therefore, 
with  the  leave  of  the  Houfe,  he  would  move  that  the  Com* 
miffioners  of  Cuftoms  and  Excife  be  called  to«the  bar  the 
next  dayv  and  then  he  would  fubmit  a  queftion  iimilar  to 
that  put  to  the  fame  Commrffioners  in  the  cafe  of  the  Irifli 
propoiitions;  and  the  aj>proaching  holidays  would  aiFord  the 
Cbmmiffioners  time  to  pxepare  their  anfwer  againft  the  next 
meeting  of  the  Houfe. 

Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  faid,  that  he  ihould  think  the  pro-  ^^^  ^^^^ 
pofal  right,  if  the  honourable  Baronet  could  ftate  that  the 
examining  of  the  CommifTioners  would  ferve  to  give  the 
Hoofeany  neceflary  information  on  the  fabjedl ;  but,  at  any 
rate,  he  ftiould  hope,  that  the  honourable  Baronet  would 
not  attempt  to  interrupt  the  courfe  of  proceeding  that  they 
were  in*  They  hadconfented  to  hear  the  petitioners  by  their 
counfel,  and  to  receive  the  evidence  they  had  to  ofFcr.  Surelyi 
in  themidil  of  that  proceeding,  to  fly  to  othbr  matter,  woul4 
he  extreme^  irregular  and  extremely  improper.  For  his 
part,  he  had  no  drffieulty  in  faying,  that  he  thought  the  ex- 
amination of  the'CommiflTioners  of  the  Cuftoms  and  £xctf6 
wai4d  not  anlwer  any  one  purpofe  whatfoever.  With  regard 
to  the  Irifh  propofitions,  that  cafe  by  no  means^  in  his  opi-^ 
nion,  refemhled  the  prefenf •  There,  the  Commiflioners  were 
called  on  to  give  information  in  points  which  led  to  matters 
of  detail,  and  rotnute  confideration^  As  to  any  calculations 
which  might  be  expefled  to  be  obtained  with  regard  to  the 
pnend  produce  of  tl^e  revenue  from  the  African  ilave  trade, 

Vojfc.  XXVi*  F  f  the 
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the  trade  with  the  Weft  Indi)»i  &c.  from  the  examination 
of  the  Commlffioners,  t|ie  Hopfe  were  in  pofleffion  of  thofe 
already;  and  if  any  others  fliouid  hereafter  ap[>ear  to  be  ne- 
cefTary,  they  might,  at  any  time,  be  gotten  at  by  Angle  mo- 
tions. But,  the  two  quedioqs  were  exceedingly  did in£l  and 
difierent.  The  entire  queftion  on  which  the  Irifh  propofi- 
tions  turned  was  founded  in  coniiderations  of  fa£k  and  of 
detail,  whereas  the  abolition  of  the  flave  trade  was  wholly  a 
queftion  of  policy  and  of  reafoning. 

Mr.  Drake      ^i**  Drake  remarked  tliat,  upon  a  former  and  recent  oc- 
cafion,  he  had  confenttd  to  a  ci«ll  of  the  Houfe,  from  the 
conception  that  it  would  have  infureda  tolerably  full  attend- 
ance ;  but  the  (brry  appearance  of  the  Houfe  then,  (he  meant 
no  offence  to  the  Members  prefent)  militated  ftrongly  againft 
the  opinion  of  a  hundred  and  fifty-eight  refpe£lable  Mem- 
bers who  had  voted  for  the  call.     I'be  queftion,  as  a  queftion 
of  great  importance,  he  fhouid  prefume,  ought  to  be  decided 
in  a  full  Houfe;  the  Houfe  was  then  thin,  and  when  dinner- 
time approached,  and  gentlemen^s  appetites  increafed,  and 
alfo  when  the  habits  of  gratifying  themfelves  with  their  ufual 
indulgence,  prompted  them  to  quit  their  feats^  the  Houie 
would  be  ftill  thiimer.     Something,  therefore,  ought  to  be 
agreed  on,  either  that   thin  as  the  Houfe  then  was,  they 
ihould  be  d^pmed  a  fu£Bcient  number  to  bear  the  counfel, 
and  receive  the  evidence  ;  and  that  even,  if  they  ihould  not 
be  fo  many  as  were  neceilary  to  make  a  Houfe,  they  (bould 
go  on  with  the  fort  of  buftnefs  they  were  engaged  in.     Mr. 
Drake  faid,  as  the  felf-appointed  reprefcntative  of  that  little 
Houfe,  heprefumedto  throw  out  the  idea,  that  the  Public 
might  not  run  away  with  the  bwlief  that  the  Senate  of  Eng- 
land decided  any  great  queftion  as  a  Senate,  when  fo  few 
Members  were  prelent. 
Lord         J-.ord  Pewhyn  protefted  againft  coming  into  any  fuch  pro- 

Pcnrhyn.  pofition,  and  begged  not  to  he  included  in  the  number  oi 
thofe  who  fhould  agree  to  proceed,  without  a  Houfe,  upon 
the  invefti^ation  of  a  commercial  point  of  fuch  magnitude 
and  iiiipo(  ranee. 
Mr.  Mr.  Mar/ham  remarked,  that  if  it  were  fecioufly  intended 

Marfham.  to  delihera  e  upon  fo  weighty  a  bufmefs,  in  the  prefenceof 
only  a  very  fmall  number  of  Members^,  he  thou^t  that  it 
would  be  improperly  decided,  llnce  it  was  a  queftion,  the  de- 
termination of  which  was  eftential  to  the  welfare  and  fafety 
of  the  country.  Mr.  Mariham  reminded  the  Houfe  of  the 
advanced  period  of  the  fejiion ;  that  it  was  the  27th  of  Mayt 
and  that  every,  day  the  attendance  would  be  lefs  numerous. 
He  wanted,  therefore,  to  know,  if  gentlemen  confidered  it 
fair  to  difcufs  fo  important  a  fubjecft,  while  the  Houfe  con- 

fittcl" 
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fifted  onl^  of  about  fixty,  perhaps  not  more  than  enough  to 
coflftitute  a  Houfe. 

Mr.  Fox  obierved,  that  it  certainly  muft  be  wished  that  Mr.  Fox. 
there  were  fuller  attendances;  bjut,  if  gentltraen  thought 
that  reading  of  the  evidence,  after  it  was  printed,  was  fuffi* 
cient  to  enable  them  to  form  a  judgement  upon  the  queflion, 
though,  in  fo  thinking,  he  believed  they  were  often  mtfta-^ 
ken,  who  could  lielp  it )  When  fubje&s  were  referred  to 
Committees  of  the  whole  Houfe,  and  they  were  to  hear 
Counfel,  and  receive  evidence,  it  rarely  happened,  that  there  ^ 
were  fuller  attendances  than  at  prefent.  Many  points  of  in<* 
finite  importance  had  been  thus  difcufled.  He  inftanced  the 
,  Irifli  propofitions,  the  Committee  that  fat  upon  which  had 
nrelv  exceeded  the  number  of  the  Members  then  prefent. 
For  his  part,  perhaps,  he  Aiould  not  have  been  forry,  if  the 
Iriih  proportions  had  not  pafled  at  all ;  but  he  mentioned' 
the  faft,  to  prove  his  general  argument,  that  if  thin  Houfes 
were  to  preclude  the  difcdffion  of  important  bufinefles,  not 
one  important  buHnefs  would  have  come  to  a  conclufion. 
The  Committees  on  the  charges  exhibited  againft  Mr.  Haf- 
tings  had  alio  been  thinly  attended ;  fo  thinly,  that,  Mr. 
Fox  faid,'he  bad  frequently  been  prefent  when  the  Houfc 
was  counted  cut. 

Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  obferved,  that  with  refj>eft  to  what  Mr.  Piit, 
the  honourable  gentleman  who  fpoke  lad  but  one  had  faid, 
relative  to  thin  Houfes,  he  could  only  declare,  that  he  wiflied 
for  a  full  attendance  during  the  whole  of  the  difcuflion,  but 
the  gentlemen  who  exprefled  themfelves  apprehenfive  of  the 
effeSs  of  the  abolition  of  the  flave  trade,  fliould  recoiled, 
that,  as  they  formed  a  confiderable  part  of  the  Houfe,  it  was 
not  fair  for  only  two  or  three  perfons  of  their  defcription  to 
come  down  and  fay  thebufinefs  could  not  go  on  for  want  of 
a  fuller  attendance.  There  was  alfo  another  defcription  of 
Members,  who  were  ftill  more  numerous,  and  who  thought 
the  fubje£l  highly  important,  but  who  wanted  to  hear  all 
the  infqtynation  that  could  b^  obtained,  before  they  formed 
2n  opinion  either  one  way  or  another.  He  hoped  the  gentle- 
men who  felt  in  this  manner  would  attend.  It  never  had,  he 
hclieved,  in  the  biftory  of  Parliament,  been  ufual  to  exped", 
that  a  Committee  of  the  whole  Houfe,  w'Ao  heard  Counfel 
and  rQ:eived  evidence,  fhould  be  as  fully  attended  as  the 
Houfe  itfelf,  on  the  day  of  its  ultimate  decifion.  There  was 
then  a  Houfe,  according  to  the  eftabli/hed  rule  and  order,  and 
he  knew  no  right  that  any  Member  had  to  oh]t&  to  go  on 
with  a  hnfinefs,  while  the  Houfe  was  complete.  There  were 
at  all  times,  Members  enow  prefent  to  watch  ^ver  the 
proceedings  of  the  Committee,  and  if  a  nice  queftion  was  ^ 
likely  to  Lj^  put^  that  promifed  tp  create  much  difference  of 

F  f  a  opinion, 
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opinion,  fach  aqueftion,  froiTt<)t$  otvti  attni£^ion>  generally 
caufedafull  attendance.     If  there  was  not  then  H  fuflicieTtiy 
Houfefor.the  decifion  of  the  great  queftion,  there  ^as  at 
leaft  a  Houfe  iufficient  for  the  purpo4  ol  bringing  forward 
the  means  to  enable  a  fuller  Houfe  to  decide 
Lord         Lord   Maithnd  faid,   that  confcious  that  tbe  difetifl^on 
Maiiland.  of  thefubjeA  would  prove  of  fervice,  he  rejoiced  that  the 
converfation  hadtaken  place.     He  agreed  with  theChaiicel- 
lor  of  the  Exchequer,  that,  on  tbe  day  of  ^lecifion.  the  Houfe 
would  be  fuller;  he  had  no  doubt  it  woiild ;  and  he  hoped 
and  trnfted,  that  the  number  of  thofe  who  concurred  with 
.    him  in  reprobating  the  right  hcnourtilYlegentleman-s  motion, 
would  be  large  indeed.     Ai'huttianity  was  the  avowed  knm^ 
tive  of  thofe  who  fupport^d  ^he  motion,  he  ihould  have  eic- 
pe£Ved  that  they  would  have  fheWTi  an  adequate  proportion 
of  enthufiafm  in  the  caufe  m  w'hiqh  they  liad  ennib«rrked,  -and 
attended  numeroufly. 
Mr.  Mr.  Dntkf  obferved,  that  as  be  had  begun  tht  converfa- 

prakc.  (ion^  he  was  forry  to  have  been  the  caufe  of  tlic  boftility 
manifefted;  fee  did  not  mean  hoftility  in  the  violent  fenfc  of 
the  word,  but  rather  that  difference  of  opinion  atrd  oppo- 
fition,  which  had  difturbed  their  tranquillity.  Mr.  Drake 
explained,  that  he  had  rifen  at  firft  merely  to  propofc  feme- 
thing,  that  Aould  mark  to  any  viifitor,  who  might  h.ippen 
to  be  prefcnt  at  the  little  fociaMe  meeting  which  the  Hotife 
then  refenibled,  the  drffbr«ice  between  a  Com m* tree,  engaged 
in  the  receipt  of  evidence^  and  the  Hpvfe  debating  as  a  ^e^ 
nate 

Tlie  queftton  was  here  put  "  Tfcat  the  Speaker  leave  xht 
*<  chair,**  which  being  agreed  to.  Sir  WiHiam  Dolben  took 
his  feat  at  the  cable. 

The  Counfel  were  ordered  to  the  bar,  and  -evidences  were 
examined* 

At  length,  Mr.  Martin  rofc,  and  moved,  ^  That  pro- 
M  grefs  be  reported.** 

ihe  Houfe  was  then  refumed,  progrefs  reported^^and  th^ 
Committee  ordered  to  fit  agiin  upon  the  morrow.  • 
The  Hotife  adjourned* 

V    Th.rfdoy^   lith  May. 

The  bill  to  explain  and  amend  the  aft  of  the  6th  of  George 
the  Third,  for  encouraging  the  growth  pf  roots,  trees,  and 
flirubs,  was  read  a  fecoud  time. 

Mr.  Mainwaring  movfcd,  "That  the  bill  be  committed.** 

Mr.  tAr.  fVtndham  obferved,  .that  lie  rtiould  ftill  oppofe  the 

Wind,     progrefs  of  the  bill,  becaufe   lie  remained    thoroughly  con- 

}iam.     vinced  of  the  impropriety  of  unneceflariiy   multiplying  or 

^  extending  the  penal  laws.     Every  penal  law  Wiis  itfelf  an 

evil, 
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evil|  and  JoiHfiable  onij  ind^uth  as  it  went  to  yreyent  a, 

greater  evil.     1  heaid^the  laWbught  never  to  he  called  in 

till  men  had  done  as  nmcb-  ^  they  could  fr  their  own  pro- 

tedton.     The  gftideners^  fo  far  irom  having  done  this>  left 

their  property  often  without  the  proteflion  of  a  common  ' 

frnce,  and  ^iled  on  the  Legiflatureto  do  that  for  them 

which  they  negleded  to  do  (or  themfelves.     They  wifhed  to 

reduce  things  to  the  flate  ihey  wese  .io»  in  the  days  of  Al- 

freJi  or  the  golden  agej 

■  Cum/urem  nemo  tsnieret 

CauUbus  auLpwtisy  fed  ^per'to  vivtrei  hoVto. 

The  Au^nuyXimirat  ttwrarkedy  that  he  aiio  fliotrld  be  con*  Atromey 
cemedto  perceivsean  accamalated  rrtftiturion  of  penalties  General, 
difproportionate  to  ofences,  being  convinced  that  fuch  pe* 
nalties  always  defeated  tbetr  own  end.  But*  in  proportion 
as  property  was  valuable,  and,  from  its  natare,  expofed  to 
tpradation,  it  muft  ba  protested  by  the  hiw.  This  wai 
precifely  the  frtuatfon  of  nurfery  grounds,'  tvhich  conta'med 
very  valoaMe  ptopcity,  and  were  neceflarily  much  exipofed. 
Evtn  a  brick  tiralt,  wbirh  could  not  be  buik  but  at  a  great 
expence,  was  a  very  inadequate  protedioh.  As  the  Ia# 
flood,  a  man  might  rob  a  garden,  or  a  nui^fery-tground,  of 
propwty  to  a  great  aroQimt,  by  day,  and  ibllow  ihe  ppprie* 
torhefwe  a  Joflice,  vriibreth^  penalty  for  the  frrft  offence 
was  only  forty  IhiiKrfgs*  Ini  this  Caft,  the  punilhment  was 
an  invitation  to  the  critne,  and  therefore  lie  hoped  the  bill 
wottM  be  fuflbred  to  go  to  a  Committee,  who  might  fettle  a 
degree  bf  ponifhment  adequate  to  the  ofience. 

Mr.  M/ifinwaring  meant  to  propofe^  if  tbe  bill  fhouid  go  Mr.Msin-^ 
toa  Committ^,  to  p^t  the  offence  on  the  fame  footing  with   waring, 
fwindliiig,  which  might,  at  the  difcretron  of  the  Court,  ht 
punifhed  with  imprifontnent  or  tranfportation. 

Mr.  Burke  eonfiderrng  the  whole  fyftem  of  penal  laws  in  Mr.Barke 
this  country  as  radically  defeAive,  declared,  that  as  he  al- 
ways had  pppofed,  fo  Atrald  he  ftill  continue  to  refift  their 
intended  multiplication.  Inftead  of  applying  a  remedy  to 
the  fource  of  the  eyil,  whenever  inconvenience  was  felt  in 
any  particular  inftance,  recourfe  was  had  to  the  Legiflaturb 
[or  a  new  law  for  that  particular  cafe  This  was  like  fticic* 
ingabolh  into  a  gap  in  a  hedge,  which  inftead  of  repairing 
the  breach,  often  ruined  the  whole  fence.  Againft  all  6t- 
fences  which  admitted  of  it,  a  c4vil  was  preferable  to  a  cri- 
minal  remedy,  becaufe  the  damage  done  could  be  appreciated 
^1  ajory,  and  nototily  punifliment  inflided  on  the  offender, 
'>Qt  reparation  made  to  tbe  injured  perfon.  He  obferved 
that  the  infuflSciency  of  the  law  was  frequently  not  fo  much 
pving  to  the  law  ixidij  as  to  tbe  remiffne(s  of  thofe  who 
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the  Conftitotton  i%r^.  One  objeAioii  p^haps  might  be  ur- 
ged againft  the  gentleman  he  was  reoommendingv  ^nd  that 
was  his  vouth ;  but  although  be  might  poftbly  be*  as  far  ad- 
vanced in  years  as'fome,  and  not  quite  fo  far  advanced  as 
-  ocho|f»  nvho  had  filled  the  chair,  yat  when  the  arduous  and  fe  - 
vere  duties  oF  the  office  were  coniidAffed>  hisyoMt.i  might  ra- 
ther be  deemed  an  advantage  than  other  wife,  as  it  would  en- 
able him  to  go  through  the  fatigues  of  buiineis  with  greater 
eafc)  and  to  fulfill  the  duties  of  the  chair  with  better  alacrity 
and  fpiric  It  v^as,  however,  hrilliantly  confpicQous  that 
bis  judgement  had  reached  its  full  maturity ;  and  of  his  talents 
tliat  Houfe  had  witneffed  proof  fufficient  to  convince  them 
that  he  did  not  go  too  far  when  he  aflfured  them  that  tiiofe  who 
had  the  happinefs  of  the  honourable  gentleman's  intimacy  and 
acquaiutance,  knew  him  to  pofiefs  abilities  of  a  very  (uperior 
fort,  and  fuch  as  every  vray  qualified  him  for  the  vacant 
office;  he  would  therefore  conclude  with  moving,  **  That 
^^  Henry  A^ldington,  Efquire,  be  defi red  to  take  the  chair*" 
Mr.  Mr.  Gr$fveMr  feconding  the  motion,  remarked  that  the 

Crofrenor  panegyric  pronounced  upon  the  talents  and  the  virtues  of  his 
honourable  friend,  by  the  noble  Marquis,  wJS  fo  well  foun- 
ded and  fo  thoroughly  deferved,  that  he,  for  his  own  part, 
felt  the  utmofl  pleafure  in  adding  his  tribute  of  applaufe,  and 
declaring  that  fuch  praifes  were  perfectly  coincident  with  his 
opinion. 
Mr.  Wei-  Mr,  fF(flhore  Eliis  rifing  next,  obferved,  that  ftill  retaining 
\oxz  Ellis,  without  the  leaft  abatement  the  fame  idea  as  before  of  a  great, 
an  aSive,  and  an  amiaMe  charader,  whom,  upon  a  former 
occafion,  fimilar  to  the  prefent,  he  had  taken  the  liberty  to 
recommend  to  the  Houfe  as  a  fit  perfbn,  in  all  refpe6ts,  to  he 
elevated  to  the  vacant  prefidency  over  their  AffemWy,  he 
ihould  now  beg  leave  to  repeat  his  rpcomineiidation  of  the 
worthy  Baronet,  (Sir  Gilbert  Elliot)  his  honourable  faend, 
to  the  vacant  chair*  Having  fo  recently  had  occafton  to 
fpeakof  his  honourable  fiicnd'sdiftinguiftied  virtues  and  abi- 
lities, it  would  lie  fuperfluous  for  him  to  enlarge  upon  them 
farther.  With  regard  to  the  honourable  gentleman,  whofc 
name  had  been  propofed  by  the  noble  Marquis,  he  verily  be- 
lieved tiKit  he  deferved  thecommendationf)  that  had  been  be* 
flowed  upon  him,  fince  the  little  he  had  feen  of  him  in  that 
Houfe  had  been  much  to  his  credit.  Every  thing  which  that 
honourable  gentleman  knew  would  certainly  be  requifite  to 
enable  him  to  difcharge  the  duties  of  the  chair,  but,  at  the 
fame  time,  the  honourable  gentleman  muft  not  be  oflfended  it' 
he  mentioned  onedifqualification  which  was  obvious,  and  it 
was  the  want  of  that,  which  neither  learning,  nor  ability,  nor 
eloquence,  but  which  only  time  could  give — he  meant  ex- 
perience; without  which,  with  all  his  learning,  and  all  his 

talents. 
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t»lentS)  it  would  be  idipdfliWe  for  ahy  gentleman,  IioWiJv<?r 
difiinguiAied  foi  either,  to  ride  on  thofe  whiriwiiids,  and  di- 
red  thofe  ftorms  which  foitiecinies  diftradted  that  Houfe; 
ind  to  fteer  ftffely  in  fuch  turbulent  ftafons,  required  that 
tnoft  confumtnate  fkill  which  could  be  attained  only  by  ex-' 
perience.  Let  the  honourable  gentleman  wait  awliile  till 
iiis  talents,  which  were,  undoubtedly,  refpefiable,  (hould 
be  matured  by  time,  and  till  he  fl)Ou]ld  have  atr^uired  that 
experience  which  h^had  defcri^  ed.  It  was  to  this  experience 
that  they  all  looked  up,  and  to  this  fource  only  that  they 
could  refer  for  knowledge  hoW  thfe  Houfe  ought  to  aft  in 
wements  of  difficulty  and  eBfibarraffments,  Another  oppor- 
tunity might  prefent  itfelf  hereafter,  ivhtn  the  honourable 
gentleman  might  be  chofen  to  fill  the  Chair,  aiifd  when  he 
could  take  il  with  hohonr  and  dignity,  by  having  h\i  talents 
and  his  judgement  matured  by  experience.  He  thought  tHe 
Houfe  better  adapted  to  the  purpofe  of  fo  maturing  the  ho- 
noorable  gentleman's  talents  than  the  Chair.  At  the  fame 
time  he  would  recommend  his  hortourable  friend  to  the 
Chair,  becaufe  his  experience  and  ability  had  arrived  to  their 
urmoft  height.  Let  the  honourable  gentleman  inftruft  him- 
felf  by  his  honourable  friend's  conduft  in  the  dtfcharge  of  the 
dories  ©f  his  office,  and  grot^  up  under  his  fhade.  They 
might  then  expeft  him  to  prove  fuch  a  plant  as  fhould  in  due 
feafon  be  a  fit  fucceflbr  whenever  the  Houfe  Hiould  by  any 
misfortune  be  deprived  of  the  affi'ftance  of  his  honourable 
triend'j  abilities.  In  conclufion,  Mr.  tllis  m*oved,  that  ' 
^  Sir  Gilbert  Elliot,  Baronet,  be  defired  to  take  the  Chair." 

Mr.  F.  Aforrtagu  obferved  that  he  entertained  much  tefpeft  Mr.  F. 
for  the  honourable  gentleman's  charafter  who  had  been  firft  Montagu, 
named,  hut  he  thought  that  he  might  take  the  liberty,  with- 
out any  impropriety,  to  declare  that  he  had  not  enjoyed  the 
honour  of  fitting  long  enough  in  that  Houfe  with  the  ho- 
nourable gentleman  to  know  the  extent  of  his  abilities;  bu^t 
from  what  he  had  feen  of  him  it  was  to  his  credit,  and  he 
had  heard  of  nofhinj^  to  his  difcredit.  Mr.  Hatfell  and  he, 
however,  had  witnefled  the  fpleiidid  abilities  and  the  power- 
ftil  eloquence  of  the  late  Sir  Gilbert-  Elliot,  and  the  Houfe 
well  knew  that  thofe  talents  had  proved  hereditary.  Mr, 
Montagu  faid  he  muft  !)eg  pardon  for  differmg  froril  the  no- 
Me  Marquis  who  made  the  rhotion,  in  regard  to  what  he 
had  faid,  when  mentioning  that  tlie  late  Speaker  had  been 
called  to  a  fuperior  office.  There  was  no  office  fuperior  to 
thatof  filling  the  Chair,  nor  ahy  ftatiOn,  however  high,  in 
^hich  the  greateft  and  nioft  fplendid  talents  could  be  exerci- 
,M  with  more  dignity  to  the  poffeflbr,  or  more  to  the  advan- 
tage of  the  State,  than  in  the  difcharge  of  the  duties  of  that 
fituation.    This  was  conftitutional  language,  and  irtiril  ever 
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be  holden  in  that  Houfe  at  leaft ;  which  made  him,  at  an  old 
Member  of  Parliament,  think  it  his  duty  to  take  notice  of 
what  had  fallen  from  the  noble  Marquis.  With  reg^d  to 
his  honourable  friend,  befides  that  great  conftitutional  know- 
ledge which  he  was  known  to  poflefs,  he  thought  that  there 
were  two  qualities  which  peculiarly  qualified  him  to  fill  the 
vacant  Chair,  and  thofe  were  that  mildnefs  of  difpoiition  and 
gentlenefs  of  manners,  united  with  the  greateft  firmnefs,  and 
the  moft  fteady  perferverance,  which  were  predominant  fea- 
tures in  hit  charaAer.     Thefe  qualities  were  pre-eminently 

,  ufeful  in  the  ftation  in  queftion^  for,  it  was  well  obferved  by 

his  honourable  friend,  <*  to  ride  upon  thofe  whirlwinds  and 
<<  to  direct  thofe  ftorms  which  fometimes  diftraCled  the 
**  Houfe"  required  every  degree  of  temper,  mixed  with 
everv  degree  of  firmnefs.  Mr*  Montagu  concluded  by  fe* 
conding  the  motion  of  Mr.  Ellis. 

Mr.  Ad-       j4r.  Addingten  confeffed  himfelf  agitated  by  feelings  which 

dugtoD.  ^j,^q(^  incapacitated  him  from  expreffing  the  degree  of  gratis 
tude  that  imprefled  his  mind,  on  having  heard  the  noble  Mar* 
quj^  and  the  honourable  gentleman  who  had  done  him  the 
honour  to  fecond  the  motion,  impute  to  him  qualities  which 
they  had  been  pleafed  to  give  him,  but  which  be  did  not  pof> 
fefs.  All  he  could  pretend  to  lav  claim  to,  was  an  ardent 
attachment  to  the  rights  and  privileges  of  Parliament,  and  a 
fincere  love  for  the  Conflitution.  He  looked  on  the  forms  of 
Parliament  as  the  ancient  and  refpe£lable  bulwarks  of  that 
Conftitution,  and  confidered  the  rights  of  Parliament  as  the 
rights  of  the  people  of  Great  Britain.  But  when  he  recollect* 
ed  th^  numerous  and  important  duties  of  the  Chair,  he  could 
not  but  view  the  office  as  a  burthen  which  his  abilities  were 
unable  to  fuftain,  and  he  was  forced  to  confefs  his  unfuffici- 
ency.  He  looked,  therefore,  round  the  Houfe,  and  was 
ready  to  give  his  fuffrage  to  him  who  was  qualified  to  do 
juftice  to  the  fituation.  He  had  always  caft  his  eyes  on  the 
honourable  Baronet  as  a  gentleman  pofieiledof  themoilemi* 
nent  talents,  and  one  whofe  many  virt^ues  entitled  him  to  t\yt 
moft  profound  refpeft  and  efteem.  Mr.  Addington  conclu* 
ded  with  repeating  his  expreffions  of  gratitude  for  the  hand- 
fome  manner  in  which  he  had  been  treated  by  the  feveral 
gentlemen,  and  declared,  that,  let  the  event  of  that  day  be 
what  it  might,  the  impreflions  which  were  fo  pleqfiiigly  and 
fo  firmly  fixed  upon  his  mind  (hould  conftantly  retoain  inde-* 
lible. 

Sir  Gilb.       Sir  Gilbert  EUiet  having  remarked  that  he  entertained  tlie 

Elliot,     rnoft  refpedlful  fentiments  of  gratitude,  and  the  higbeftcftcfm 

for  tlie  honourable  gentlemen  who  had  done  him  the  favoiit 

to  name  him  that  day,  avowed  thnt  he  felt  no  fmall  gratifica* 

tion  in  conf(?quence  of  having  heard  fuch  opinions  from  the 
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boxx>arabIe  gentlemen,  as  might  infpire  any  man  with  a  cle- 
greeof  felf-fatisfaf^ion  and  ptide ;  nor  was  that  gratification 
at  ail  diminiihed  by  the  confcioufnefs  of  not  delervirg  what 
they  had  been  fo  good  as  to  fay  in  his  commendation  ;  be<^ 
caufe  it  was  a  flattering  proof  of  that  which  he  valued  moft 
highly  in  men>  their  kindnefs  and  partiality.     He  could  not, 
therefore,  but  confider  it  as  a  regokr  honour  Co  have  been 
twice  named  to  the  chair  by  the  fame  diftinguiflied  characters, 
and  with   having,    on  the  late  occafion,  feen   their  choice 
coantenanced  by  many  of  the  mod  re(pe£lable  men  in  that 
Houie  or  in  the  kingdom*     It  was  enough  to  reward  in  the 
ampleft  manner  paft  merit,  if  he  had  any  to  claim,  and  to 
ftimulate  him  to  deferve  the  continuance  of  their  good  opi- 
nion for  the  future.    He  was  one  of  thofe  who  thought  that 
the  happinefs  and  profperity  of   the  country  depended  on 
maintaining  the  importance  of  thiat  Houfe,  and  holding  it 
high  in  the  opinion  and  the  feelings. of  the  Public.     Who- 
ever wilhed,  like  him,  to  make  that  opinion  the  radical 
principle  of  his  cofldud>  would  confider  well  in  what  man- 
ner the  Houfe  ihould  fill  the  chair  before  he  gave   his  vote 
that  day.     He  wou!d  rertiind  the  Houfe,  that  although  the 
Chair  was  a  fituation  which  could  give  dignity  and  fplendor 
to  any  man^  of  ever  fodiftinguiftied  talents,  yet  the  dignity 
and  fplendor  of  the  office  would  be  diminiihed,  if  the  Houle 
placed  thofe  in  it,  who  brought  nothing  of  their  own  to  fup- 
port  either.     And  he  had  not  the  leaft  difficulty  in  making 
this  declaration,  when  from  that  authority  which  he  might 
beft  rely  on,  be  coufd  aflert,    that  he  did  not  poflefs  the 
qualifications  to  which  he  had  alluded.     He  hoped,  therefore, 
that  the  Houfe  would  rely  on  their  maturer  and  more;,  found 
judgement,  rather  than  the  kind  partiality  of  his  friends. 
He  refle<3ed,    however,  with  fatisfadiion,  that  the  Houfe  • 
held  many  ^ntlemen  who  were  capable  ef  adding  fplendor 
and  dignity  to  the  Chair,  and  he  had  no  doubt  but  the  elec* 
tion  ot  that  day  would  prove  the  fa6t.     After  the  liberal 
manner  in  which  the  honourable  gentleman  on  the  other  fide 
the  Houfe  had  be^n  pleafed  to  fpeak  of  him,  it  was  incum^^ 
bent  on  him  to  afTure  the  honourable  gentleman  that  he  en- 
tertained thehigheft  refpeA  for  his  cbaraf^^r  and  the  heft  opi- 
nion of  his  abilities,  and  he  (hould  therefore  give  his  hearty 
and  decided  vote  in  his  favour. 

Mr.  iT?jr  obferved,  that  it  was  fcarccly  poffible  for  any  li-  Mr.  F«« 
beral  mind  to  avoid  feeling  concern,  when  called  upon  to  give 
3  judgement  to  he  governed  by  confiderau'ons  altogether  per^ 
fonal :  to  him  it  was  peculiarly  painful;  but,  on  the  prefent 
occalion,  it  would  be  lefs  difficult  for  him,  from  the  very 
juft,  the  very  fair,  and  the  very  hanvlfome  manner  in  which 
the  two  gentlemen  bad  been  pleafed  to  fpeak  of  each  other. 

G  g  a  He  - 
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Hf'had  only  had  little  opportunity  of  j^dgiog  foi:  hitnfelf  of 
the  abilities  of  the  honourable  gentleman  vvho  had  f^rfi  beefi 
named  that  day  ;  but  all  which  h^  he^rd  frpm  othprs  ha4  i  ^en 
much  to  his  advantage.  The  no|»lQ  Marquis,  in  his  opj- 
nion>  had  introduced  his  aiotion  with  a  fpeech  npt  thf  nio^ 
happily  adapted  to  the  occaGon ;  he  kne\v  not  whether  the 
noble  Marquis  had  faid  that  the  late  Speaker  was  placed  in 
a  ftate  in  which  he  was  better  fuited,  as  a  matter  of  jCidge- 
ment,  and  from  an  idea  that  it  would  be  proper  for  his  pur- 
pofe  to  lower  the  fitv^ation  to  which  he  meant  to  recoil m^»nd 
the  honourable  gentleman,  in  ord^r  to  induce  the  Hoafe  to 
fupport  his  recommendation.  Mr.  Fo^  add^d,  th^t  be  mud, 
on  the  prefent  occafioui  give  his  reafons  why  l>e  did  not 
think  that   the  Houfe  would  a£t  prudently,  ii  they  fhould 

^  prefer  the  honouraHle  gentleman  over  the  way  to  Sir  Gilbext 

EUiot.     On  fuch  occafions  as  the  prefent,  the  queillon  ne- 
ceflarily  became  a  queftion  of  comparifon  ;  as  fud^  in  what 
he  fhould  fay,  he  meant  always  to  CpnjQder  it,  and  n.Qt  as  a 
queftion  of  pefuive  approbation.     Mu^  had  been  (aid   in 
favour  of  the  honourable  gentleman  over  the  way,  andt  he 
believed  with  truth.     It  was  contended  that  he  h^d  coafider- 
i^le  talents ;  he  believed  that  the  honourable  gentlem^;^  had, 
but  all  knew  that  the  honourable  Baronet  had  coiifiderahle 
abilities  hkewife      It  had.  been  faid  th^t  the  horvourable:  gen- 
tleman had  been  bred  to  the  law.     They  were  not  to  b^  tpid 
that  Sir  Gilbert  Elliot  had  been  bred  a  lawyer;  in  foS,.  they 
knew  that  the  honourable  Baronjst  bajd  every  advantage  which 
the  honourable  gentleman  poffeffed'    His  miklnefs  of  tepipei: 
they  well  knew.     What  then  was  the  queftion,  but  whether 
the  Houfe  would  truft  to  Qualities  which   thfsy   knew,  or 
whether  they  fhould  rely  on  ibe  opinjpn  of  others  as  to  qua- 
lities which  they  did  noi  know,  whether  they  were  pofleflVd 
or  not  ?    What  confidence,  or  what  portion  of  confidence, 
were  to  be  placed  in  the  opinion  of  the  honoura[>l.e  gentle- 
man's friends,  were  queftions  which  he  fhould  beg  leave  to 
wave.     Where  there  was  an   equally  good  opinion  given  of 
two  gentlemen,  the  Houfe  might  feel  fome  difl5cuUy ;  hut, 
in  the  prefent  inftance,  they  could  feel  none.     The  gentle- 
men over  the  way  defired  the   Houfe  to  rely  on  what  they 
faid  in  favour  of  the  honourable  gentleman ;  they,  on  the 
contrary,  who  fpoke  in  favour  of  Sir  Gilbert  Elliot,  defired 
the  Houfe  not  to  truft  to  what  they  faid,  but  to  a<ft  upon 
wliat  the  Houfe  itfclf  knew ;  the   queftion  therefore  was, 
whether  they  ftiould  Jake  good  qualities  by  their  knowledge 
of  them,  or  from  conje(fluref    Perhaps,  the  nomination  of 
that  day  might  be  made  merely  as  a  proof  of  power  in  fome 
perfons,  a^jd  a  wiih  to  f.ew  the  confidence  of  the  Houfe  in 

t         "  the  gentlemen  on  the  other  fide^     If  fp,  it  was  a  call  vpon 
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the  confidence  of  the  Hoiufe,  which  was  by  no  means  joilir 
fiable,  and  when  confidence  degeuiecated  into  fuch  an  arbi- 
trary ufe  of  it,  it  became  ap.  abufe.  Mr*  Fox  declared  that 
he  flioiild  confider  hiqifelf  a&  exceedingly  unfortunates  were 
he  to  be  confidered  as  having  faid  apy  thing  which  might  be 
thought  difrefpe(3ful  or  uncivil  to  the  honourable  gentle- 
roan.  He  had  heard  much  in  his  praiih,  and  he  believed  it 
to b« true;  he  only  cbferyed^  that  Sir  Gilbert  Elliot  was  a, 
gentleman,  whofe  talents  and  (jualificatiQn&  were  known  to 
the  Houfe,  and  in  that  cafe  they  could  fpeak  from  a  well- 
grounded  confidence ;  intheotber>  only  frcim  the  moil  fa- 
vourable fuppoUtions. 

Mr.  Chancellor  Phi  declared,  .that  the  grounds  on  which  Mr,  Pitt. 
hefliould  give  his  vote  were  totally  different  from  the  grounds 
ibtedbytbe  right  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Fox,)  who 
had  firft  alTumed  that  they  were  to  withhold  their  confiden(*Q 
from  all  the  qualities  which  they  did  not  know,  on  the  one 
hand,  but,  on  the  other,  to  give  it  with  a  blind  con&dence 
to  qualities  which  they  did  apt  know.  Mr-  Pitt  declared 
thathemes^nt  to  fpeak  with  refpedl  of  the  honourable  Baro-  ' 
net;  but,  in  tlie  leveral  topics  of  eacomium  beftowed  upori 
him,  all  of  which,  be  belie v<td,  were  defervedl^  beflowedy 
there  were  circumil#)ces  whjchp  from  his  acquaintance  with 
the  honouxable  Baroiiet^  upon  private  grounds,  he  >did  not 
know.  He  knew  the  talents  a^d  the  chara£ier  of  his  \\o^ 
nourable  friend,  both  from  a.  pecfonal  acq.uain<tauce  and  a 
public  acquaintance^  He  would  hot  fpeak  of  his  honourahlQ 
friend,  however,  from  the  periibual  acquaintance  he  had  ex^ 
perienced  for  a  long  time,  though  perhaps  no  gentleman  had 
amore  ektenfive  perfonal  acquaii^taoce,.  nor  had  enjoyed  a 
fuller  oppoctunixy  of  manifeftinghi^  abilijties  to  a  larger  num- 
ber of  the  Members  of  that  HouCe.  He  only  defired  the 
Houfe  to  recolle<Sl  the  public  teflimony  which  they  had  borne 
to  his  honourable  friend's  paxliamenxary  condudl.  Not  to 
the  partiality  or  prejudice  of  friends,  but  to  the  memory  and 
juilgement  of  tlie  Houfe,  did  he  appeal;  to.  their  recolle£)ioii 
of  the  manner  in  which  they  had  recently  heard  his. honour-  - 
2hle  friend  flandup  an  advocate  for  the  conilitutionaJ  rights 
of  Parliament.  With  regard  to  the  duty  of  the  Chair,  it 
was,  undoubtedly,  an  important  duty,  nnd  a  fituatlon  of 
great  fplendor  and.  dignity  ;  hut  he  did  not  col  left  a  fingle 
word  which  had  dropped,  from,  his  noble  friend  in  his  fpcecK 
introducing  the  motion  then  before  t!)e  Houfe,  which  had, 
tended  even  to  reprefent  any  flate  as  a.  ftate  of  fuperior  dig- 
nity to  the  office  of  Speaker  of  tlic  Houfe  of  Commons. 

Mr.  Bur.h  declared,  that  he  did  not  mean,  by  way  of  re-  Mr.Burk« 
talialjon,  to  depreciate,  in  the  fmaljefl:  degree,  the  talents, 
oj  the  charauler  of  the  honour «blegentleinan  over  t]i»  wa.y  ;. 

and 
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and  that  nothing  but  having  caught  fotnething  of  the  fire 
and  fpirit  of  the  right  honourable  gentleman  could  have  in- 
duced him  to  rife.     Qe  did  not  envy  that  right  honourable 
gentleman  the  pleafing  ta(k  of  endeavouring  to  abate  fome- 
what  of  the  merits  of  a  perfon  who  had,  he  believed,  never 
been  the  man  to  put  his  oWn  merits  forward,  but  had  alwavs 
ihewn  that  he  poileiled,  in  an  eminent  degree,  that  modeity 
which  was  the  conftant  companion  of  merit.     Whatever 
faults  he  might  have  had^  Mr.  Burke  faid,  he  never  had  at- 
tempted to  depreciate  rifing  talents.    On  the  contrary,  if  he 
ever  had  any  merit,  it  was  in  hailiilg  thofe  fuperior  talents 
whenever  he  had  difcovered  them,  and  difcover  thetnfdv^s^ 
he  verily  believed  diey  wduld,  as  often  as  young  Members 
rofe  to  fpeak  iu  that  Houfe.    The  bloflbming  abilities  of 
ypuog  Members  always  afforded  him  the  higheft  fatisfaftion, 
becaufe  it  ftruck  him  as  a  renovation  of  the  old  ftock  of 
public  talents,  and  was  a  pleaAng  earneft  of  the  prefervation 
of  theconAitution.     But  experience  could  not  be  drawn 
from  bloflbming  talents ;  it  could  only  be  looked  for  from 
matured  manhood;   the.  degree  of  fkill  neceffary  for  the 
Chair  was  to  be  expeded  from  acquired  experience  rather 
than  from  brilliant  talents.    1  he  Houfe  certainly  might,  by 
an  arbitrary  authority,  place  any  gentleman   in  the  chair, 
but  theopmion.of  mankind  muft  give  the  appointment  au- 
thority ;  for  it  was  not  the  ftamp  that  gave  the  guinea  cur^ 
rency,  but  the  opinion  of  the  authority  of  that  ftamp;  other* 
wife,  if  a  guinea  were  ftamped  by  all  the  lyings  of  Europe, 
the  coin  would  not  be  current.    Every  country  wifhing  to 
preferve  its  liberty,  muft  preferve  its  maxims.    Therewere 
""  maxims  in  all  countries  which  were  fupplemental  to  the  laws, 

and  if  any  principle  were  neceflary  in  a  free  country,  it  was 
that  of  adhering  to  its  ancient  and  eftabliftied  maxims. 
Therefore  it  was,  that  wife  republics  had  bound  themfelves 
down  hy  laws,  that  certain  offices  (hould  only  be  filled  by 
certain  men  of'a  certain  age,  and  thefe  laws  were  never  bro- 
ken in  upon,  except  when  the  country  was  on  the  verge  of 
niin.  Mr.  Burke  alluded  to  the  condu£t  of  James  I.  who 
took  the  Duke  of  Buckingham,  who  had  talents  and  fome 
^  learning,  and  loaded  him  with  every  honour  of  the  State. 
Such  a  condudl  always  leads  to  diforder  and  mifchief.  It 
would,  lie  faid,  be  unfortunate,  if  the  maxims  of  this  coun- 
try fliould  be  changed,  and  fuch  an  appointment  as  to  the 
Chair  of  that  Houfe  be  rafhiy  given,  merely  at  the  will  of 
the  Minifter,  without  regard  to  qualification.  He  compared 
the  mode  of  appointment  to,  and  the  abdication  of,  the  chair, 
to  a  fuccefsful  perfon  riding  poft  through  a  town,  and  fay- 
ing, as  he  went  along,  *^  oentlemen,  1  am  in  hafte,  I  thank 
^  you  for  your  fupport,  bu(  I  am  going  about  material  bu- 

«*  fincfs. 
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*<  finefs.  Yon  have  a  fucceflion  houfe,  a  hot-bed  for  ftatef* 
*^  men ;  put  another  into  the  chair,  and  fitting  theve  a  little 
*^  whiles  will  qualify  him  for  another  office;  here  is  another 
**  I  recommend;  though  he  has  not  been  many  years  in  tho 
*'  Houfey  he  is  known  to  a  few  Members,  who  will  anfwer 
"  for  him."  He  did  not  doubt,  Mr.  Burke  ndde4>  that  the 
hoQourable  gentleman  was  known  to  many  Members,  but 
the  honourable  Baronet  was  known  to  the  Houfe,  and  had 
been  known  by  them  for  years.  They  had  feen  him  make 
one  of  the  greateft  efforts  of  the  human  mind.  His  condud 
had  been  fuch,  that  malice  could  not  touch  him  in  any  of  its 
parts.  His  character  was  a  long  unbroken  line,  like  that 
which  ferved  as  a  boundary  for  various  rich  and  fertile  pro- 
vinces in  a  geographical  chart.  The*  honourable  Baronet 
was  come  to  that  line  of  life,  when  the  afiivtty  and  fpirit  of 
youth  became  mellowed,  not  impaired,  by  the  experience  of 
age.  He  pofleiled  that  fweetnefs  of  temper  which  did  not 
fubdue,  but  bent  the  mind  to  authority,  becaufe  all  mtn 
wiflied  to  a6t  more  from  love  than  fear. 

Mr.  Martin  obferved,  that  the  only  honour  he  expelled  Mr. 
to  arrive  at  in  that  Houfe,  was  the  honour  of  giving  his  Manin« 
vote,  and  however  he  might  be  attached  to  party,  nothing 
of  that  kind  flipuld  influence  him  on  the  prefent  occafion. 
All  he  had  heard  that  day,  had  been  equal  praife  to  both  gen- 
tlemen ;  he  ihould  therefore  give  his  vote  to  him  who  had 
the  greateft  experience. 

Mr.  Reginal  Pole  Carrw  faid,  that  he  had  known  his  ho»  Mr.  K.  F, 
nourable  friend  (Mr.  Addington)  from  his  earlieft  age,  and   Carew. 
therefore  could  aflert,  that  lie  was  every  way  qualified  xozSt 
as  the  reprefentative  of  that  Houfe,  and  the  aderter  of  its 
rights,  not  only  within  thofe  walls,  but  to  maintain  them 
with  dignity  and  honour  before  the  Throne  of  Majefty.  § 

Tliofe  who  knew  the  honourable  gentleman  beft,  would  moft 
commend  him.  Rich  in  claflic  lore,  and  regularly  bred  to 
the  law,  he  brought  into  that  Houfe  a  warm  attachment  to 
the  conftitution,  and  a  convi<ftion  that,  on  the  fupport  of 
the  rights  and  privileges  of  Parliament  depended  the  exift- 
ence  of  the  conftitution.  In  refped  to  his  youth,  when  he 
compared  it  with  the  youth  of  a  perfon,  whofe  name  he  ue* 
ver  heard  in  that  Houfe  but  with  a  filial  ifii^Gt^  he  fpund 
the  comparifon  in  fa vouf of  the  honourable  gentleman  :  the 
perfon  to  whom  he  alluded  was  Mr.  Onflow,  who  had  been 
called  to  the  chair  at  a  much  earlier  pericxi  of  his  life.  Mr. 
Carew  concluded  with  declaring,  that  he  would  reftrain  the 
ardor  of  his  commendation,  in  compafliori  to  the  delicacy 
aod  feelings  of  the  honourable  gentleman  beneath  him. 

At  length  the  Houfe  divided ;  Ayes,  215  ;  Noes^  142. 

Tb^Hoafe  adjournedf . 

TucfJaj, 
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TuefJttyy  ^th  June. 

The  new  Speaker  having  taken  the  chair, 
JTr-*  Aid,  ^^"  Alderman  Newnham  moved  the  order  df  the  day  for 
Newaham  tbecall  of  the  Houfe;  which  having  been  read,  he  firft'cx- 
prefled  his  concern  at  the  neceflity  which  exiAed^  in  his  opi- 
nion, for  the  call  of  the  Hoiife  to  continue  hanging  over  the 
heads  of  Members,  as  long  as  thebufinefs  of  the  ftave  traife 
iiras  before  the  Honfe;  and  then  added,  that  kwas^  his  in- 
tenifen,  though  he  felt  great  pain  in  propofing  what  might 
pro^  very  inconvenient  to  country  gentfenten,  to  fnove 
the  prefent  order  to  be  difch^rged,  and  the  Houfe  to  ht 
Called  over  that  day  week.  His  motive  in  doing  this,  Wai 
to  fecure  a  full  attendance,  ftiould  any  refoiution  tending  td 
aboUfh  the  African  flave  trade  be  brought  forWafd. 
Mr.  Pitt.  Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  agreed  entirely  ih  tlie  rteceflity  of 
keeping  alive  the  call  of  the  Houfe,  us  it  nvight  be  partica- 
larly  defirable  to  every  perfon  concerned  On  either  fide  of  the 
^ueftion,  to  have  as  full  a  Houfe  iis  poffible  oft  artjr  deeifion. 
It  was  impoflible  to  forefec  whether  anv  decifidrt  Would  1># 
come  to  in  the  prefent  feffion ;  it  Was  chenraMe,  however,  that 
a  decifion  Aiould  be  come  to,  and  he  hoped  that  this  ifrould 
happen.  He  trofled  that  he  fhould  iland  excufed  infup- 
porting  what  might  be  inconvenient  to  many,  upon  th* 
confideration  of  the  importance  of  the  ohje6^.  Th^  call 
might  be  fixed  for  that  day  week,  or  fortnight,  ahd  as  tlic 
cccafion  might  require,  arijonrned. 
Mr.Grey.  Mt.Grey  declared,  thjit  he  (hould  wt^^r  fcniplft  td  facri- 
fice  his  private  convenience  to  public  duty,  if  there  eiifted 
*  probability  of  any  decifion  being  come  to  in  thd  prefent 
<ef&on ;  of  that,  hov^ver,  he  conld  not  feife  A  fl\ado\V  of 
hope;  three  days  had  been  confumed  in  the  eyamindtiort  of 
twowitnefies,  artd  the  fingle  point  of  how  the  flaves  ^*e^e 
procured  on  the  coaft  of  Africa  were  not  yet  afcertained ;  it 
was,  therefore,  when  gentleman  wo\jld  cohflder  the  great 
number  of  witneffes  to  l)e  examined,  rfnd  the  many  points 
they  were  to  fpesk  to,  utterly  irapoffibte  to  fonft  liiry  hoyit 
of-comingto  a  decifion  this  feffion':  dnd,  for  that  reafon,  l)c 
ibjefted  to  a  c.iJl  hanging  over  the  Hodfe,  as  unneceflarily 
mconvenient  to  geritl^m^n,  who  had  atfcady  undergone 
great  fatijTUf»,  by  the  utiufuat  length  of  the  feflloh'. 
Mr.  Wil-  Mr.  Wtlhcrfurce^  fpeaking  in  favour  of  the  call,  obffcrved, 
bcrforcc.  that  it  Was  impoffible  to  fonrt  an  opinion,  in  the  prefent  ftage 
of  the  bufinefs,  whether  any  decifion  doiild,  or  coiild  not,  l>e 
come  to,  previoufly  to  the  expiration  of  the  feflloh,  as  no 
one  could  forcfee  what  turn  tlie  bufinefs  raf^'ht  take. 

Mr. 
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Mr,  Jd^Il  oppdfed  the  cdi,  becanfe  faecotiridered-it'  iiri-^    Mr. 
pbffible  and  impra£licable  to  come  to  any  decifidn  in  the  pre*   Jekylh 
fent  feffion. 

Coionel'  Pbifps  trufted  that  gentlemen,  in   the  niidft  of  Colonel 
their  eager  attention  to  their  own  private  convehience,  would'  Phippf, 
ifot  be  unmindfiil  of  the  injury  Which  might  be  fuftained  by 
their  delaying  a  decifion  on  the  buiineCs  before  thdm. 

Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  obferved,  that  ratLer  than  riot  con-  Mr.  Piit. 
fult  the  convenience  of  gehtlein^n,  he  would  cbnfent  to  have* 
the  call  poftponrd  to  that  dsiy  fortnight: 

Mr.  TiVriBTjr  contended  for  the  expediency  of  having  the  Mr. 
all  remain  in  force.  He  had,  on  a  former  day,  given  no-.  Tierney. 
ticc  of  his  intention  to  move  a  divifion  of  the  bufmefs  under 
rwo  heads,  and  to  propofe  a  decidon  on  that  relative  to  the 
WeA-India  planters;  but,  as  he  lately underftbod  that  thofe 
gentlemen  were,  for  what  reafons  he  could  not  conceive, 
iverfe  to fuch  a  meafure,  he  wouM  not prefs  it;  if,  however, 
iluringthfe  difcuffion  of  thebufinel's,  he  fliould  think  that  it 
would  be  right  to  feparate  and  decide  on  anyparticubr  part, 
h;  ihould  confider  it  bis  duty,  as  a  Member  of  that  Houfe, 
to  come  forward  withariiotion  for  that  purpofe. 

Lord  Penrhjn  fincerdy  hoped  that'  the  btifinefs  woiild  pro*  Lord 
ceed  with  all  poffible  di (patch,  and  that  the  call  of  the  Houfe  Pcnrhy*. 
would  be  keptalive  all  through.  Theevjdence  muft  necef^ 
brilygo  into  great  length,  as  witnefies  would' be  brbught 
forward  to  contradid^  the  mod  material  aflertion  made  by 
tlij  honourable  gentleman  (MK  Wilberfbrce)  to  juftify  ht^ 
propefal  for  the  abolition  of  the  flave  trade. 

Mr.<?w  wifhed  that'if  the  Houfe  agreed  to  any  call,  it  Mr.Grey. 
might  fcne  fixed /or  that'day  fortnight;  on  Which  day,  fbould 
there  appear  no  probability  of  a  decifion  in  the  courfe  of  the 
fciSon^  he  (hould  mrove  to  have  it  wholly  difcharged. 

Mr*  Bqftard'oh]t&ti  to  the  fixing  of  daysto  call  the  Houfe     Mr. 
over,  and  then  difcharging  therti ;  it  was  a*  mode  that  ren*   Baibrd. 
dered  calls  frivok)<]s,  and  of  no  avail  ;'on  that  account,  they 
were  generally  negledled  ;>  if  a'  call  'wer6  agreed 'to,  it  ought 
to  be  enforced. 

Mr.  Alderman'  Sawtridgr-  oWerved,  that  howfoever  de*  Mr.  Aid. 
firafadeit  niight  provethat  a  dediiion  (hould  be  come  to,  in  Sawbridge 
theprefent  feffion,  he  ftaredthat  fuch  a  tircumAance  wk% 
impoffihle.  Hrwbuld,  hpv^ever,  agree  to  the  call  on  that 
day  fortnight,  at  which  period  they  would  be  able  to  judge 
better ;  and'  if  it  fliouM  then'  appear  improbable,  he  would 
oppofe  the'  cull  hanging  an<y  longer  over  the  Houfe,  and 
movethat  thexjueflion  be  deferred  to  the  enfuing  feffion. 

Mr;  AFderman  iVft^ii^tfiii' remarked,  that  it  was  his  inten-  Mr.  Aid. 
tion  that  the  call  (hould  beferious  ;  and  though  he  lamented  Newnham 
the  inconvenience  which  the  Call  hanging  over  the  heads  of 
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Members  would  occafion  to  country  gentlemen^  he  Axon  id, 
in  the  juft  difcharge  of  his  duty,  endeavour  to  continue  the 
call,  as  long  as  the  bufinefs  remained  before  the  Houfe.  He 
concluded  by  moving,  **  That  this  Houfe  be  called  over  this 
«<  day  fortnight." 

Lord  Lord  J!^///<7ff^  expreflecl  himfelf  anxious  that  thequeftion 
Mutland.  might  not  be  blinked,  but  that  it  might  he  fully  gone  into, 
and  fairly  difcufled,  being  not  only  confident  that  he  fhould 
^convince  that  Houfe,  that  if  the  {lave  trade  were  abolifhed* 
they  would  do  what  was  more  likely  to  ri^n  the  commerce 
of  the  country,  than  any  poflibie  meafure  which  could  be 
adopted  by  Parliament. 

Mr.  Mr.  Baftard  begged  leave  to  propofe  a  queflion,  upon 

Baftard.  which  much  of  the  argument  urged  in  the  courfe  of  the 
-  converfation  depended,  and  therefore,  he  hoped  that  fome 
perfon  of  authority  would  give  an  anfwer.  1  p  what  period 
was  the  feflion  likely  to  be  continued  ? 
Mr.  Pitt.  Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  replied,  that  he  fhould  not  have  rifen 
again,  but  out  of  refpedk  to  the  honourable  gentleman  who 
;  had  juft  fat  down,  he  thought  it  incumbent  on  him  to  tak<^ 
fome  notice  of  what  he  had  faid.  With  regard  to  the  bo* 
nourable  gentleman's  queflion,  it  was  difficult  for  him  to 
give  any  diredl  anfwer,  and  this  for  the  very  obvious  reafon 
that  the  inveftigation  of  the  ilave  trade  was  by  no  means  the 
only  bufinefs  before  the  Houfe.  There  were  other  topics  to 
be  aifcufled,  and  feveral  of  them  fuch  as  would  neceflarily 
run  into  length.  The  period  of  the  feiiion,  therefore,  was 
not  poflibie  to  be  afcertained  by  him,  any  more  than  by  any 
other  Member  of  that  Houfe.  Befides  what  he  had  mention- 
ed, the  honourable  gentleman  would  likew^fe  recoiled  the 
ei'rcumftance  of  the  trial  now  going  on  in  Weflminfler  Hall, 
which,  confidering  the  yery  great  length  of  time  that  it  had 
continued,  and  the  very  great  inconveniences  it  occafioned, 
all  parties  muft  naturally  wiih  to  bring to'a  clofein  the  prefent 
feflion.  It  was  hot  in  the  power  of  that  Houfe  ^o  prefcribe 
to  the  Court*  what  day  they  (hould  flt,  but  as  long  as  it  con- 
tinue to  fit,  the  Houfe  muft  naturally  wi(h  to  continue  tp 
niect,  in  ordel'  to  bring  it  as  foon'as  poflibie  to  a  conclufion. 
Iff.  W.       Mr.  William  Smith  remarked,  that  it  wou]d  be  idletowafle 

Smith,  the  time  of  the  Houfe/  unlefs  they  had  fome  profpeA  of  ei- 
ther carrying  on  theiir  inquiry  \o  an'  end,  and  coming  to  a 
decifion  upon  it  before  the  feflion  was  over,  or*  arriving  at 
forhe  point  at  which  it  might,  be  cuivenient  to  flop.  He 
begged  the  Houfe,  however,  to  recolleft,  that  what  was  re- 
pugnant to  the  feelings  of  human  nature  deferved  immediate 
attention,  and  that  no  time  ought  to  be  loft  which  coold  be 
Employed  with  any  fort  of  advantage  in  a  proceeding  grounded 
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on  a  hope  to  appeafe  thore  feelings^  and  fatiify  the  anxioat 
aim  of  humanity. 

Sir  fFilUam  DoUin  admitted,  that  if  there  fliould  be  no  Sir  Wnu 
profpeft  of  coming  to  any  conclofiony  or  arriving  at  any  u(^  Dolbta^ 
ful  point  in  the  profecution  of  the  inquiry,  before  the  4fGon 
clofed,  it  might  hereafter  appear  proper  to  put  it  off;  but* 
he  b^ged  gentlemen  to  lecolleA,  before  they  made  up  their 
minds  to  any  adjournment  of  the  inveftigation^  that  a  more 
important  fubjed  bad  never  come  before  the  Houfe,  nor  00$ 
more  entitled  to  its  fulleft  and  moft  cautious  inveftigatiom 

Mr.  tVilbtrfwce  rofe  for  the  purpofe  of  animadverting  upon  Mr.  WtW 
what  had  dropped  on  the  other  (ide  of  the  Houfe,  refpeAing  btrfeicet 
an  intention  to  put  an  end  to  the  inouiry,  on  that  day  fort* 
night,  and  to  enter  his  proteft  againft  fuch  an  intention  har- 
ingy  in  the  fmalleft  degree,  the  faqdton  of  his  concurrence^ 
when  he  was  called  to  order  by 

The  Speaker  J  who  obferved,  that  he  was  forry  to  interrupt     The 
the  honourable  gentleman  ;  but  if  he  was  not  miftaken,  the  SpeahK. 
honourable  gentlemdn  had  fpoken  once  or  twice  already,  and 
if  fuch  a  viofation  of  order  were  acquiefced  in  from  the 
'  Chair,  the  moft  valuable  time  of  the  Houfe  would  be  wafted 
in  defuhory  debates. 

Mn  Medley  remarked,  that  in  order  to  afibrd  the  honour-  Mr. 
able  gentleman,  who  had  been  juft  interrupted,  a  regular  Msdlt)% 
pretest  for  fpcaking  again,  he  ftiould  move,  that  the  call, 
inftead  of  ftandingfor  th^t  day  fortnight,  might  be  poftponed 
until  that  day  month.  He  afligned  reafons  why  he  thought 
that  elongation  of  the  time  would  be  proper,  and  among 
others,  ftated,  that  it  would  give  gentlemen,  who  had  a  little 
bulinefs  to  do  in  the  country,  time  to  go  down  and  come  up 
again*  while  the  inquiry  was  proceeding,  and  the  evidence 
coUeding 

The  amendment  not  being  feconded,  the  queftjon  was  not 
put  upon  it  by  the  Speaker. 

Mr.  Marjham  congratulated  the  Houfe  on  the  aufpicious     Mr. 
and  promiUng  manner  in  which  the  Speaker  had  commenced  Merlhaai* 
the  difcharge  of  his  duty.     He  was  convinced,  that  when 
the  right  honourable  gentleman  fet  off  with  that  impartiafity 
and  firmnefs  which  he  had  juft  ft)ewn,  the  beft  hopes  were 
to  he  entertained  of  his  maintaining  the  digruty  of  the  Chair, 
and  pre(erying  due  order  and  decorum  in  all  their  prbceed^ 
ings ;  matters,  which  every  gentleman  rouft  agree  with  him> 
were,  on  all  confiderations,  extrrmely  to  be  wiflied ;  and 
as  they  deferred  the  concurrent  fnpport  of  the  Houfe^  theji 
cught,  on  every  occafion,  to  have  the  ready  affiftance  and 
countenance  ot  every  individual  Member    The  right  lio» 
nourable  gentleman  m'ght  aflure  himfdf  f  f  all  the  aid  in  Ms 
power  to  admintftcr. 

H  h  a  -      %\t 
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Sir  Grey  '  SirO'/x  Cfopir  rifing  nep^t^  .ob&rved,  that  |if  <;ohfider^ 
Cooper,   the  morion  as  fettled,  and  that  they  were^all  agreed  that  th^ 
.call  ihould  be  poftpooed  to  that  day   fortnight;  yet^  pre-* 
vioufly  to  the  putting  of  .|he  qu^ftioii)  he  wi(hcd  fio  remind 
geotlen)e.n9  that  whetiier  the  .great  and  important  loniidc- 
r^tipn  relative  to  the  propofed  abolition  of  the  ilave  tr^de 
were  d/?cide4}  or  not,  in  the  courfe  of  ;be  prefect  ifit^on^  it 
WOjuld  bi^  nc)cefl[ary  to  do  foix^ething  more  relative  to  its  rem-' 
porary  regulation^     A  bill  for  that  purppfe  hadpaiSed  dprii^ 
tbp  coMrfe  of  the  preceding  year,  which  expired  ne^t  J^uguO; 
furlher  r^gujUtian  jmight,  and  he  believed  would^  be  generally 
thought  nccefiary ;  but  he  did  not  mean  to  go  injtp  that  dif- 
puffion  then;  he  wilhed  merely  to  take  that  opportunity  of 
9&ing  whether  the  gentlemen  who  bad  been  appointed  con^- 
nviflioners,  under  the  adl  of  the  lail  ye^r,  to  enquire  into  and 
afcertain  the  amount  of  the  Ib^ib^  fuAained  bv  the  African 
merchants,  ihip  owners,  he*  in  confequence  of  the  operation 
of  lail  year's  regulating  a£^,  were  nearly  ready  to  make  thqir 
report  t  Sir  Qrey  added,  that  he  put  the  queftion  then,  be- 
caufe  he  faAy  one  of  the  Coipmii&Qners  tfnclqr  i\^  aA  to 
yrhich  he  alluded,  prefent,  and  if  the  report  could  be  made 
by  that  day  fortnight,  it  might  tend  materially  to  q^ft  the 
Houfe  in  tlipir  inquiry. 
Mr.  Aid.      Mr.  Alderman  H'^tfin  anfwer^,  th;^t  the  otl^  Commif- 
Watfon.  doners  wjth  him  had  pr^xe^ded  to  difpharge  the  duty  xaipoied 
0n  thfiD  by  the  atSl  of  the  laft  feiBqn ;  t)ut  tUey  had  npt  been 
able  to  determine  on  thp  refpe^ive  claid^f  exhibited ;  the 
claims  fo  brpMght  be/prf  them  ncitthay.ing  h^n  ^ccotnpaqi^ 
by  iiny  dacum^pt^  on  which  they  could  proceed  \o  form  a 
judgepient  that  ipight  be  re]ied  on*     If  the  Houfe  thought 
proper,  he  would*  ilate  from  meipory  what  had  copieoi^t 
.  before  the  Commiffioners. 
Sir  Grey       Sir  Grty  Cooper  expre:0ed  bis  mi^^illingnefs  to  receiye  an^y 
Cooper,  fuch  imperfetSl  and  irregular  infoimation  ;  and 
•Tile    '     ^he  Sjhfaker  reminded  the  Alderman^   that  t^e  matter 
Speaker,  be  Wits  proceeding  to  go  into,  conl^  by  no  means  come  un« 
.  der  the  words  of  the  motion,  wttcti  were^    <'  That  this 
V  Houfe  be  called  over  on  this  day  fortnight.* 
Sirjamcf      &ir  yamfs  Joht^^r^e  declared,  that  it  was  the  duty  of  all 
Johnfton^  the  Members  of  Parliament  to  have  attended  the  Houfe  that 
^day,  and  v^henjhe  day  of  call  can^,  he  would  (bew  the  fame 
lenity  to thofe  whodid  not  attend  then,  as  be  would  have 
.  Aev^n  to  thorn  for  being  abfent  that  day. 

The  queAion  being  th^n  put,  was  agreed  to. 

, .    The  Houfe  proceeded  to  read  the  orfer  of  the  day  for  re- 

'  Aiming  the  Committee  of  the  whole  Houfe  00   the  (lave 

trade,  and  as  foon  as  Sir  William  Dolhen  had  taken  his  feat 

at  the  table,  counfel  and  witnefTes  were  Cidl<;d  to  the  bar, 

and 
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^od  ^he  Commaiee  continued  to  receive  wideQoe*     At 
leogcb  rbC'^Umfe  adjourned. 

The  order  pftfae  dayt  for  the  Houfe  to  refolvte  itfe^f  intp.a 
Committc;^  of  Ways  suid  Means,  having  been  read,  4nd  ti)^ 
various  put^Uc  papers^and  accounU  ref^red  to  the  CoixubU- 
tee, 

Mr*  Chancellor  Pin^  xifing*  remarked  that  notwithftand*  Mr.  pit^ 
ing  thai  it  mjgjit  hecome  necciTary  for  bim  to  hring  forwar4» 
in  the  moment  of  his  having  the  honour  to  fuboiit  an  account 
of  the  national  expenditure,  and  of  the  national  income  to  the 
invrfii^^tion  of  the  Committee  a.  large  demand  for  the  enfi^ 
ing  year^  above  the  ordinary  amount  of  what  might  have 
been  expe£led  as  a  peace  eAablifhment,  and  to  ha^ve  ncouriie 
to  eztraprdinary  means  for  providing  fqr  that  demand,  yet  he 
hajd  no  doubt  but  that  a  fair  review  oJF  the  revenue^  smd  cif 
ibe  circuniftances  which  had  occafioned  this  extraordiAar|r 
demand^  would  conBxm  all  that  he  had  ever  ailepted  of  t4)e 
improving  fiate  of  the  country,  and,  inAead  of  weakening} 
vould  cprroborale  the  expeftatioos  which  bad  been  holden 
out  to  the  Hogfe  €c>ur  years  ago^  by  the  Report  of  the  Qon^- 
mittee  appointed  to  cKamine  the  public  accounts.  Mr*  Piu 
then  ^jit^d  the  fgpplies.vqted  for  the  iervice  of  the  prrfent 
year^,  For  the  ordinary  and  extraordinary  of  the  Navy, 
29328^S7^•'  f^  tbeArmy^  I95I7>coq1.;  beHdes  a  fuqi  for 
fxtpaoriUnaries  of!  3j^,qcq1.;  which  being,  in  fa&,  already 
paid  out  of  fums  that  bad  cafbally  fallen  into  t|ie  Exchequer^ 
did  not  remain  to  be  provided  for.  For  the  Ordoancf» 
7i3,oooU;  for  iponey  paid  to  the  Loyalifts,  355>QOoL;  for 
the  maintpnance  of  convi£ts,  56,qqoI*  ;  to  make  good  the  de- 
ficiency of  the  Land  and  Malt  Tax,  350,oooL  Xhefe,. 
with  the  fbms  for  plantation  fervice),  monies  advanced  in 
coniec^ence  of  addreiTes,  and  to  the  diiFerent  Boards,  made 
tbe  whole  fup|>Jy  for  the  year  1 789  amount  to  J>53990Qol. 

lothis  wa^  to  be  added,  for  the  pre{eot,  \^uooo\.\  to 
make  good  tlie  like  fum  advanced  fqr  foreign  feccet  Service 
from  the  Civil  Lift.  I'his  fum>  however,  would  not  even- 
tually  add  to  the  expences  of  the  couatry,  bocaufe  it  was  Xo 
be  repaid,  with  intereftj^  by  inftalments,  which  inftalments 
would  he  regularly  applied  to  the  difcharf^e  of  the  money  hor* 
lowed  in  confequcnce  of  this  loan ;  and  he  did  not  imagine 
that  the  Committee  would  think  it  improper  to  make  it 
good  to  the  Civil  Lift  in  the  mean  time.  The  total  fuppW 
for  the  prefent  year  would  then  be  5,730,030!.  Concerning 
the  Exchequer  BilJs,  as  they  were  renewed  from  year  to 

year,  hs  lUd  not  think  it  n^o^flary  to  n^ake  any  remark. 

As 
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At  ways  and  means  to  provide  for  this  fappW,  he  took  th« 
Land  and  Malt  Tax  at  2,730,000!. ;  to.  be  raifed  bv  a  loan, 
1,002,5001. ;  by  a  lottery,  200,000!  ;  to  malce  good  the  fuxn 
advanced  for  fecret  fervices,  to  be  raifed  by  fhort  annuities, 
187,000!.;  from   the  confolidated  fond,  1,530,0001*     The 
average   of  all   the   taxes,   for   the   two   laft  years,   was 
12,978,0001.    It  was  true  that  the  produce  for  tht  laft  year 
had  fallen  300,000!.  fhort  of  that  of  the  preceding  year;  but 
from  many  circumftances  he  did  not  thinic  the  produce  for 
either  of  thofe  years  the  proper  eflimate  to  go  by.    The  regu* 
lations  of  taxes  that  had  taken  place  in  the  year  1787;  in  par- 
ticular that  which  promifed  te  be  tlie  moft  produdive,  the 
regulation  of  tht  duties  on  wine,  had  not  had  time  to  produce 
their  full  tlkB  ;  which  was  one  among  many  reafons  why 
the  produce  of  the  taxes  in  the  laft  year  had  been  lefs  than  it 
ought  to  have  been.    The  commercial  treaty  with  France^ 
concluded  in  1786,  had  naturally  occafioned  a  fudden  en^ 
creafe  both  in  the  exports  and  imports,  which  had  fwelled  the 
produce  for  1787  beyond  its  proper  level.    It  was  therefore 
fair  to  take  the  average  of  thofe  two  years  as  the  proper  efti« 
mate;  and  this  was  further  confirmed  by  the  encreafing  pro* 
duce  of  the  taxes  for  the  prefent  year.*  The  annual  charge  on 
this  produce  was  1 1,278,0001.,  leaving  a  furplus  of  1 ,700,oool» 
There  were,  however,  feveral  circumftances  from  which  a 
ftill  greater  furplus  of  taxes  might  l>e  expefied.    The  amount 
of  the  aflefled  taxes  paid  into  the  Exchequer  laft  year,  had 
been  lefs  than  it  ought  to  have  been,  merely  from  the  delay 
•in  the  pavment  of  feveral,  in  confequence  of  difputes  be* 
"   tweeen  the  coUcAors  and  thofe  who  were  to  pay  them* 
There  was,  by  this  means,  a  confiderable  balance  out- 
ftiinding,  which  would  be  paid  in,  and  miglit  amount  to 
l20,oool.     There  was  aifo  a  balance  of  account  in  the  hands 
of  tlie  pol!e£bors,  which  would  be  recovered,  and  might  give 
100,0061.  more.    There  was  due  from  the  Eaft  India  Com-» 
pany  500,000! ,  a  debt  whichthe  Company  indeed  dHputed, 
and  confequently  only  300,060!.  of  it  bad  been  paid  laft  year. 
Recent  accounts  from  India  confirmed  that  the  balance  was 
due  to  Government,  and  therefore  200,QOol.  would  be  paid 
this  year.    There  was  ftill  an  additional  fource  of  revenue  by 
a  regulation  in  the  mode  of  collefling  the  duties  on  tobacco^ 
almoft  the  only  article  which  continued  to  be  an  objeft  of 
fmuggltng  to  any  great  extent,  and  the  duties  on  which  ht 
meant  to  put  under  the  Board  of  Excifei  in  the  prefent  fef* 
fion,  which  would  produce  an  encreafe  of  about  350»OOol. 
Taking  all  thefe  articles  together,  the  growing  produce  of 
the  finking  fund  might  be  eAimated  at  2,050,000!.,  from 
which  deducing  520,006!  for  the  deficiency  of  taxes  in  the 
coutfe  of  the  preceding  year^  there  would  remain  11530,000!., 

making 
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making  the  whole  of  the  ways  and  means    amount   to 
5,8oo,oooL,  or  about  70,000!.  more  than  the  fupply.   It  re- 
loaixied  pnly  to  provide  for  theintereft  of  a  million  to  be  bor- 
rDwed,  and  the  fum  loft  to  the  revenue  by  the  repeal  of  the 
Slop  tax.     The  fum  to  m;|ke  good  the  money  ad v;iiiced  for  fe« 
ciet  fervice  was  out  of  the  queftien^  becaufe  he  had  already 
ibted  that  it  would  be  repaid  with  interefl.     What  then  waf 
the  fituation  of  the  finances?  In  ^786,  when  they  were 
more  particularly  under  conflderation,  the  fubje£l  of  difpute 
had  beeny  firft,  whether  we  could  pay  the  extraordinary  ex« 
pences  which  muft  accrue  before  we  arrived  at  a  regular 
peace  eftablifhrnent,  without  a  loan^  and  next,  whether  the 
revenue  would  anfwcr  to  the  fum  ftated  by  the  Committee 
pf  accoufits  as  necellary  to  pay  theintereft  of  the  puMic  debt^. 
and  to  have  a  furplus  of  one  million  annually  towards  its  li- 
quidation} From  1786  we  had  raifcd  no  money  by  Iban;  it 
was  now  propofed  to  raife  one  million,  and  we  bad  (Ince  that 
lime  encreafed  the  Navy  debt  500,000!.     Now,  what  had 
been  the  extraordinary  expences  fince  that  time }  We  had 
paid  3,50o,oooL  above  the  average  peace  eftabliihment :  we 
had  paid,  befides,  852,000!.  to  the  Loyalifts;  2i6,oooU  for 
the  Prince  of  Wales's  debts ;  2io,oool.  for  the  debts  of  the 
Civil  Lift,  and  253,0001.  for  the  expence  of  the  armament 
laft  year  ;  which  fums,  taicen  together,  were  equal  to  the  ad- 
ditiooal  Navy  debt  incurred,  and  the  million  now  to  be  bor- 
rowed.    So  that  although  in  three  years  3,500,0001.  had 
teen   paid  above  the  calculation  of  the  Committee,  and 
3,750,0001.   for  the  redudion  of  the  national  debt,  with 
1?hich  abovi^  four  rnillions  of  debt  had  been  adually  paid^ 
and  i2p,oopL  brought  annually,  to  the  finking  fund,  had  it 
not  been  fqt  thpfe'4]nfoi:efeen  expences  we  ihould  not  only 
have  been  able  to  provide  for  the  extraordinary  million  wan- 
ted this  year,  without  any  additional  burden  on  the  people^ 
)>at  we  mould  not  even*  have  wanted  a  (iibftitute  for  the  (hop 
tax*     Un^er  tbofe  cirpimftances,  he   might  congratulate 
himfelf>  he  might  congratulate  the  country,  that  the  hopes 
which  lie  had  entertained  were  well  founded«  and  that  the 
faIcula|ions  of  th^  Corpmittee  had  been  verified  to  a  degree 
of  accuracy  feldom  to  be  expeSed  in  fuph  calculations. 

His  next  ftatement  would  be  that  of  the  permanent  in« 
come.  It  had  been  declared  by  the  fame  Committee,  that 
i5,500,qooL  revenue  wsfs  neceilary  to  defray  the  annual  ex- 
pencesy  sm^  lea^  ope  million  to  be  applied  to  the  redu&ion 
of  the  debt-  How  did  it  ftand  at  prefent  i  On  an  average  of 
the  laft  two  years  it  appeared  to  be  15,578,000  nearly  exceed- 
ing by  400,oool.  what  the  Committee  had  thought  to  be  ne- 
ctary. There  was,  therefore,  no  difappointment  with  re- 
tard to  the  permanent  income.    It  was  not  then  neceflary  to 
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fty  ptcrrfl  Uy  conviitcc  the  Committfce  that  the  firianceir  wertf 
in- as  good'  a  (ituatioti  a»  there  ever  Had  been  any  reafon  held* 
crtrt  toexpcd;  he  Iiad  neither  been  aieceffary  to  deceiving  the 
{Aiblic,  nor  been  decervcd  himfeM" ;  ahd*  the  ri^W  b^itdcns  to 
bfe  impofed  ought  to  be  borne  VIritH  ifs*  mUcH  chearfuhiefs  as 
any  which  were  iTnpoled'  oli  fairgrounds^  and  foi^ neceffary 
jmrpofe^. 

In  providing  for  the*iniUion  toberaifed  by  Ittahj  he- had 
ftlt  k  his  duty  to  eftabHffi  a-  principle  wlxich  might' confirm 
the  credit  and- the  confidence  arifing  from*  the  una4ienabk  ap- 
plication oPa  finking  fundi     For  this  purpofe  it  was  indif- 
jfenfiMe,  either  to  encreafe  the  finking  fund  in  proportion  to 
the  additional  debt,  or  to  add  to  the- prefeiit'ta*«(  without 
making  any  additibn  to  the  fundeddebtk     I'he  lattermetlKxl 
lie*  preferred  as  being  more  fecure*  againflrany  alienation  of 
the«  finking'  fiind^,  ahd  as  enabling  him  to  take- ad  vantage  of 
t^iefpirit- of  adventure  to  which*  the  prefent  abundkncte  of 
iJttwiey  in  the'market  gave  rife.     He  meant  to  t:iife  a  miHion' 
By  annuities  with  benefit  of  furvivorfhip;  by  wliich  means  a 
fkX  would'  be  raifbd,  wiiich-  in  time  muftextinguifh  itfelf, 
a/nd  no  addition  be  madeto  the  public  debt.     Galculating-on 
tHe-moft  approved  tables  of  liyes,  and  reckoning  the  iiitcreft 
dP  money  fronri*  the*  three  per  cents;  at  ulfout  four  per  cent. 
be*h'ad  found  that' the  intereft  on  the  whole  would  be-about  4K 
los^  per  cent*.     IHe  perfons  who  agreed  for  thewhole^  had 
sttiowed  a-fmati  premium  of  2,500^.     It  was  part  ofthe  terms 
that  no  morethan  loool,  a  year  fhouid  ever  be»r<iceiyed"on 
the-funiof  io<^l.,  a  matterriot  of  much  confequence  perhaps 
Wut  as  itfflight'guard  againft  any  lihconlmon  length  of  fur vi- 
vorfhipj  fo  f ar  itvras  in  ftvourof'the'public.     Tl^  fubftri- 
Uersweredivided  into  fix  clafles;  and  it  vras  computed  that 
9fn  eqnal  fum  would  be  fubfcri bed  by  each  ;  but-  a*  more  of 
cwsclafs  might  offer  than  of  any-otlier^  thec<)ntrflQor$  were 
ftwt  to  be  confined -on  this  head;      The  ihtereft;  there<ore> 
'could  not  be  preoi ftly  afcertained  till  the  fcrbrcription  Was  full, 
t^t' might  be  taken  at  44,7^0!.     To  replace  the  f«m  lent 
trcm  the  Civil  Lift,'  he  meant  to  ratfe'Sgo^ocoK  by  fhort  an- 
'n^ilies;  ivhich  thfe  inftalments  receiv«l  in  imymfenl-  Would 
anfwer;  and  ini^^ingtliis  hphad  made  an  economical  bargain 
f&r  the  publjc. 

During' the  coUrfe  of  the  preceding  yenr  iKe  (hop  tax  bad 
prt)ducfd  ^bout'$6,CCoK,  whidi,  with  the  ton tine^  annuities, 
would  make  nearly  icO,oool.,  to  be  niifed  by  new*  taxes. 
*To  do  this  he  prof^ofed  an  augtnentatipn  of  certain  ftamp  du* 
^t\t^}     I  ft.  An  additional   halfpenny-  on  evie^ry  •  newfpapcf, 
w4iich  would  produce  28.C00I.;  fi x pence  adilTtional  on  each 
adrertifement,  90OCI. ;    fixpence    acklitional   on-  cards   and 
^ice>  j.'ccol* ;  iih^adJi-tional  duty  on  probates  of  wilUvin  pro- 
portion 
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portion  to  the  fum  bequeated^  i8»26il  ;  on  kgacies  to  coI« 
lateral  relation^^  5000I. ;  making  in  all)  by  namp  duties. 
69,261!.  On  horfes  and  carriages — On  one  carriage  an  ad- 
ditional of  one-eighth  of  the  preient  duty;  on  two  an  addition 
of  one  pound  for  the  firft,  and  of  two  for  the  fecond ;  on 
three  or  more,  one  pound  for  the  firft,  and  three  for  all  the 
idl :  on  two  horfes  no  addition  for  the  firft>  but  five  ihillings 
for  the  iecond;  on  three»  four,  or  five  horfes,  feven  and  fix- 
pence  for  all  above  one;  or  more  than  five,  ten  Ihillings; 
making  in  all,  with  the  ad<!itional  ftamp  duties,  about 
iii,oool.  Having  remarked  that  he  was  guided  by  every 
pebble  principle  of  the  firideft  economy  in  the  cafe  of  the. 
loan;  and  that  the  nature  of  the  taxes  was  not  likely  to  prefs 
heavily  upon  the  poor,  or  even  upon  individuals  whofe  cir- 
cumAances  were  narrow,  he  moved  his  firft  refolution. 

Mr.  Sh^riJan  rtfing  next,  obferved,  that  in   the  cafe  of     Mr. 
a  ftatement  by  which  the  public  profperity  was  to  be  efti-  Sheri^aa. 
mated,  it  became  fo  natural  to  wiib  to  realize  the  favourable 
expedations  which  might  be  entertained  of  the  fituation  of 
the  country,  that  it  was  a  taflc  extremely  painful  to  raife 
any  difpute,  or  even  to  infinuate  any  doubts  which  might 
.  tend  to  remove  the  greatful  delufion.     Upon  an  occafioQ 
like  this,  however,  it  was  impoflible  to  be  filent;  and,  there- 
fore, he  (hould  think  himfelf  warranted  in  making  a  trefpafs 
tipon  the  attention  of  the  Houfe*    Certain  propofitions  had 
been  made  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in  the  courfo 
of  his  fpeech,  and  it  would  be  very  eafy  for  h'rm  to  ial^own 
©ther  propofitions,  which  would  entirely  contcadifl  them  ; 
bot  this  would  be  going^upon  grounds  too  loofe  for  the  Houfe 
tof^rm  any  judgement  of  the  merits  of  their  feveral  affirma- 
tions, which  could  only  be  eftablifhed  by  a  reference  to  au- 
thentic .documents.     To  thefehe  was  willing  to  refer  hira- 
k\f\  and  it  would  be  a  teft  of  fincerity  in  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  much  to  be  wijhed  for,  if  he  would  fubmit 
himfelf  to  the  fame  trial,  and  would  not  oppofe  any  motion 
which  he  fliould  make  for  the  produd^ion  of  fuch  pnpers  as 
would  affirm  or  difaffirm,  by  an  irrefiftiMe  authority,  what 
they  coaid  feverally  advance  in  oppofition  to  each  other. 

Superficial  and  flight  indeed  wa^  tlie  manner  in  which  the 
right  honpurable  gentleman  (Mr.  Pitt)  had  condefcended  to 
JBAify  the  loon  he  had  propofed.  He  had  faid  little  or  no- 
thing ^ont  what  the  Houfe  had  a  right  to  expert  to  be  more  . 
particularly  Infi/rmed  of,  and  he  had  fcarcely  (hewn  a  caufe 
of  any  kind,  much  lefs  a  fufficient  cauTe,  why  the  nation 
(hould  be  reduced  to  the  unexampled  dilemma  in  time  of 
peace,  and  amidft  all  die  triumph  which  they  had  been  ufed 
to  on  the  part  of  the  right  honourable  gentleman,  in  refpetSl 
of  the  flourifiiing  fituation  of  our  finances,  of  encreafing  the 
Vol.  XXVI.  1  i  national 
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them  (elves  capable  of  judging  of,  withont  fimding  it  to  a 
Committee,  tie  then  repeated  fome  of  his  former  ftatments^ 
to  fhow  that  the-deficiencies  arofe  from  the  extraordinary  and 
unforefeen  expences  which  had  occurred,  and  not  from  any 
error  in  tlie  ilatements  formerly  made  to  the  Houfe.  Ho 
avoided  going  into  any  anfwer  refpedlmg  the  probable  future 
redudion  of  expenditure,  and  faid  that  this  ^ould  be  a 
point  of  difcuffion  on  another  day. 
Mr.  Fox*  ^r.  J^x  begged  leave  to  intimate  to  the  right  honourable 
gentleman,  (Mr.  Pitt)  that  however  he  might  pretend  to 
deny  the  charge,  of  his  honourable  friend,  who  had  ib^;ced 
that  be  (Mr.  Fitt)  had  evaded  giving  any  fubftantial  reafon 
tojuftify  the  loan,  which,  had  now  been  brought  forwanl^ 
and  that  he  had  contented  himfeif  inilead-  thereof,  by  ama«^ 
fing  tbem  with  a  fophiftical  defcriptionof  the. manner  of  the 
loan,  and  how,  by  his  extraordinary  management,  it  wa> 
not  to  be.  a  public  burden,  yet  it  was  very  plain  to  his  mind, 
that  the  charge  thus  made  by,  his  honourable  friend  was  not 
without  fu£Bcient  foundation.  For  his  part,  he  thought  the 
poiitron  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  that  the  capital 
of  the  national  debt  was  not  encreafed  by  a  tontine  loan,  was 
a  very  extraordinary  poiitton  indeed.  It  was  true  that  the 
fobfcribers  to  the  loan  could  not  call  upon  government  for 
any  principal  fum  of  money  to  be  paid  to  them  at  any  time; 
but,  in  refpeS  to  this,  they  werex>nly  in  circumdancf^com- 
mon  to  all  the  reft  of  the  public  creditors.  They  will  none 
of  them  ever  call  upon  the  public  for  any  part  of  tlie  capital 
of  their  debt.  This  capital  exifted  no  where  but  in  the  inte^ 
reft  which  was  annu.olly  paid ;  and  this  intereft  was  equally  a 
burden  and  equally  a  capital,  in  whatever  way,  or  upon 
whatever  terms,  the  money  had  been  borrowed.  There  were 
feveral  ways  by  which  the  public  might  become  indebted; 
they  might  borrow  money  upon  long  annuities,,  or  upon 
ihort  annuities,  or  upon  a, perpetual  fund.  Immenfefums 
of  money  (fums  equal  to  all  which  the  nation  now  owes) 
might  be  borrowed  upon  long  or  upon  fhort  annuities;  in 
which  cafe  it  would  remain  for  the  very  fmgular  ingenuity  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  flxchequer,  with  all  his  paradoxical 
excellence,  to  prove  that  the  capital  of  the  national  debt  had 
hot  been  at  all  increafed.  Admitting  (added  Mr.  Fox)  the 
fiatements  of  the  right  honourable  gentleman  to  be  juft  with 
refpedl.to  the  excefs  of  the  revenue,  over  and  above  the  fum 
which  was  required  to  defray  the  national  expenditure,  and 
to  pay  off*  the  annual  million,  and  which  excefs  (upon  which 
he  had  given  himfeif  fo  much  credit)  he  ftated  to  be  about 
70,0001.,  ftiil  he  contended  that  all  this  was  extremely  in- 
adequate to  realize  the  expeSations  of  its  defraying  the  na- 
tional expenditure,  and  p-^ying  off  the  annual  miUioo.  £x« 
4  perience 


A»X7S9^  '     I>  E    A   A   1*    E   9>  i^ 

ptrioiee  had  fully  proved  that  it  wa«  not  equal  to  theft  pur^ 
pofes  for  the  three  years  whioh  had  pailed  ;  and  was  there  znf 
ground  to  fuppofe  that  things  were  now  fuddeniy  to  turn 
roiind,  out  of  compli^nent  to  theMinifter,  and  that  that  was 
now  to  happen  which  had  not  happened  before }  If  there 
weieany  circufitftances  which  could  julVify  an  expedatton  fo 
^reeable,  he  wa«  ready  to  grant  thofe  circumftances  all  the 
favour  they  could  poffibly  deferre;  but  the  reverfe  of  this 
was  the  melancholy  truth ;  and  there  was  indeed  every  rea- 
fon  to  infer,  that  the  fsnK  oircumftancet  which  hitherto  ope- 
rated to  defeit  the  promifes  which  had  been  fo  liberally 
made,  mnft,  from  inevitable  necefTtty,  ftill  continue  to  ope- 
rate  to  defeat  the  promifes  which  Hili  continue  to  be  made 
with  the  accuftomod  liberality.      We  are  told  that  the  very 
dlllinguifhed  fituation  which  we  are  now  enabled  to  hold 
among  the  nations  of 'Europe^  is  one  caufe  of  the  iucreafed  ex- 
penditure, and  of  the  new  impofitions.     If  thi^  was  the  cafe^' 
Mr,  Fox  hoped  that  the^ caufe  of  the  increafed  expenditure, 
and  cofifequently  the  increafed  expenditure  would  Aill   con- 
tinue to  fubfift*     For  the  purpofe  of  prote£lihg  our  fettle- 
ments  abroad^  it  was  neceflary  (it  had  been  ftated)  to  farnlfk 
them  with  an  additional  number  of  regiments ;  hence  it  was 
that  an  additional  expence  was  incurred,  beyond  what  we  had 
laid  our   account  for;  but  Mr.  Fox  faid,  that  it  will  not  be 
fefs  neceflary  to  proteft  om  fettlemcnts  abroarl  next  year, 
than  it  was  to  protect  them  this  year; '  nor  will  it  be  left  ne- 
ceflary to  protefl  them  the  year  after  next  year,  than  it  will 
be  neceflary  to  protetft  them  next  year.     Thi^,  therefore,  is 
a  permanent,  and  not  a  tranfient  expence,  and  its  effefls  will 
be  the  fame;  they  will  have  the  fame  operation  at  any  time, 
which  they  have  had  at  the  prefent  time.    The  fame  argu- 
ment would  pcrfeftly  apply  with  refpedl  to  the  increafed  ex- 
pence  which  we  had  incurred,  by  voting  an  additional  number 
of  feamen.     For  his  own  part  he  had  no  objeflion  to  that  in- 
creafed number,  and  he  thought  that  they  were  perfeflly  war- 
ranted in  doing  what  they  had  done ;  but  if  they  had  been  thus 
warranted,  he  did  not  fee  what  grounds  they  could  have  for 
foppoiing  that  a  lefs  number  of  feamen  would  ferve  at  a  future 
period  of  time;  nor  was  there  any  thing  fo  peculiar  in   the 
prefent  comple£tion  of  things,  as  to  make  them  hope  that 
what  was  admitted  to  be  perfeflly  proper  now,  would  be*- 
cofoe  improper  upon  the  next  occafion  that  they  (hould  have 
to  provide  for  the  public  exigencies.     For  his  part,  although 
it  appeared  a  very  plain  cafe  to  him,  that  the  fame  fyftem  of 
which  they  had  now  had  the  experience  for  three  years,  muft 
ftill continue;  and  that,  confequently,  any  relief  to  the  pub-, 
lie,  fi3om  a  probable  red n^ ion  in  its  expences,  was  ju ft  as  far 

off  DOW  that  it  was  promifed  us,  as  it  was  -far  off  three  years  ■ 

ago, 
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ago,  Vfhtn  it  was  equally  promi'ed  us;  although  thisappear-* 
ed  to  him  to  be  a  v^  ry  plain  cale,  yet  he  thought  thedo^rina 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  very  extraordinary,  when 
he  coupled  the  very  (hining  and  the  very  enviahle  fituation 
of  this  country,  with  the  increafed  expence&  of  the  country. 
Accuilomed  as  he  was  to  the  plain  dedu<^ion  of  reafon,  he 
could  not  help  thinking,  that  the  ufe  which  Aiould  be  made 
of  the  enviable  fituation  of  a  country,  and  of  the  confirmation 
of  its  ftrength  by  foreign  alliances,  was  to  enable  it  to  reduce 
its  expences,  and  not  occafion  an  increafe  of  them ;  but  it 
feems  that  this  circumfiance  has  produced  effe£ls  widely  dif- 
ferent from  what  might  have  been  expedled,  and  (hould  have 
been  one  of  the  principal  objects  why  we  (hould  have  aimed 
at  the  fituation,  fufpofing  it  is  what  it  is  reprefented  to  be^ 
which  we  have  now  attained, 
^r.  Mr.  HuJJly  obferved,  that  he  was  furprifed  to  fee  the  man- 

fiuITcy.  ner  In  which  the  right  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Pitt)  had 
made  his  average  Aatement.  He  had  ftated  the  probable  in-* 
come  of  this  year  at  a  fum  lefs  than  that  of  the  laft  year  by 
530,oool.  He  wiihed  to  know  what  was  the  reafon  of  thi^ 
difference*  There  was  befrdes  an  acknowledged  increafe  of 
navy  expenditure,  amounting  to  500,000!.  I'hefe  together 
made  the  difterence  of  i,ooo,OOoK  between  the  accounts  of 
the  prefcnt  and  the  laft  year.  There  was  likewife  a  diffe- 
rence of  i,io«30OoI.  between  the  peace  eftabliihment ;  and 
that  which  was  ftated  in  the  report  of  1786,  would  be  that 
of  the  year  1790;  for,  by  that  report,  it  was  fpecified  that 
the  national  expence  would  not  exceed  3,900,000! ,  where- 
as the  fum  mentioned  in  the  budget  for  \\\t  prefent  year  was 
5,000,000!.  The  total  of  thefe  fums,  with  the  million  now 
to  be  raifed  by  tontine,  and  tfie  former  million  that  was  bor- 
rowed, amounted  to  4,100,000!.  which  feems  to  haVe  been 
an  additional  burden  to  the  country,  while  we  have  t>een 
pretending  to  difcharge  3,000,600!.  of  the  national  debt* 
Thefe  were  modes  of  increafing  the  public  expenditure  which 
he  did  not  approve.  They  were  delufive,  fallacious,  and 
dangerous.  He  had  one  more  obfervation  to  make,  which 
was,  that  the  right  honourable  gentleman  had,  in  his  calcu* 
lation  of  the  revenue,  taken  four  quarters  for  the  prefent 
year,  by  making  up  the  account  as  ending  in  April.  It  was 
a  quarter  more  than  what  was  ftated  in  the  laft  year;  and  yet 
there  appeared  a  reduftion  in  the  revenue  of  300,090!.  fince 
>  the  laft  annual  accounts.  Tlie  cuftom  had  always  been  to 
take  the  amount  of  tlie  receipt  of  taXes  from  Chriftmas  to 
Chriftmas ;  and  this  was  the  mode  which  (hould  l>e  adopted. 
However,  the  right  honourable  gentleman  could  not  ag^in 
take  an  additional  quarter,  although  lie  liad  taken  five  for  four 
in  the  prefent  year. 

Mr. 
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Mr.  Steek  endeavoured  to  explain  the  propriety  of  making  Mr.Sccde 
thefe  ftatements,  as  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
done,  with  fome  obfervations  that  did  not  appear  fatisfai^ory 
to  Mr,  Huiley.  With  regard  to  what  the  honourable  gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Sheridan)  had  obferved,  refpeding  the  million 
being  borrowed  Cnce  the  receipt  of  the  Report,  Mr.  Steele 
faid,  that  it  was  entirely  otherwife  :  for,  this  fum  was  a6lu- 
ally  borrowed  and  added  to  the  national  debt  previous  to 
the  year  1786,  when  the  Repot t  was  prefented  to  the  Houfe. 
Therefore,  there  was  adually  a  million  lefs  in  this  particu* 
lar  in  the  increafe  of  our  accumulated  debt  than  what  gentle- 
men had  fpecified. 

Mr.  Hujfey  obferved,  that  when  the  honourable  gentleman  Mr. 
rofe  profefiedly  to  contradifl  what  he  had  alTerted,  he  hoped  HuiTey. 
to  have  heard  fome  anfwers;  but  the  gentleman  had  not  been 
fo  good  as  to  fatisfy  him  in  any  one  particular.  He  bad 
ftated  that  the  receipts  of  this  year  were,  in  the  prefent  bud- 
get, rated  at  500,0001.  lefs  than  they  were  the  lad  year.  It 
was  to  this  particular  he  defired  a  fatisfadlory  anfwer. 

Mr.  SuiU  faid,  he  had  never  pretended  to  rife  to  contradict  Mr.Steeb 
the  honourable  gentleman ;  he  only  .meant  to  explain  what 
he  conceived  was  mifunderilood.  With  rcfpeiSt  to  the 
jOO,oocl.  deficiency  of  this  year's  income,  be  had  only  , 
to  anfwer,  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  omitted 
taking  into  the  account  this  year  the  five  hundred  thoufand 
pounds  which  Nvas  due  to  Government  from  the  Eaft-India 
Company,  i^ndas  this  fum  was  ilated  in  the  budget  of  the 
laft  year,  "it  was  evident  that  the  difference  arofe  from  this 
circum  (lance. 

Mx*Demyier  remarked,  that  he  muft  give  his  feeble  voice^     Mr. 
even  if  he  ihould  be  alone,  in  his  ohje<^ions  to  tiie  prefent  DempHer. 
refolutions.     H6  could  not   agree   to   any  increafe  of  taxes 
being  levied  on  the  country,  in  the  time  of  peace.     It  was 
then  that  the  nation  ftiould  be  eafed  of  its  burdens  as  much 
as  pofllbie.  v  He  deprecated  the  general  profufion  of  Mini* 
fiers«     He  meant  not  this  as  any  perfonal  reflexion  on  the 
right  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Pitt.)     On  the  contrary, 
heheUeved  him  as  economical  as  any  Minifter  who  had  pre- 
ceded, or  might  fucceed  him.     But,  what  he  cenfured  was 
the  general  extravagance  of  Minifters  in  the  time  of  peace. 
They  difpoied  of  the  property  of  the  Public,  without  any 
care  of  what  the  country  mud  fufFer  under  fuch  a   perpetual 
increafe  of  burden.     If  they  were  not  to  feel  an  alleviation 
of  this  weight  in  tlie  time  of  national  tranquillity,    when 
were  they  to  expedl  it  ?    Increafmg  thus,  the  taxes  were  not 
only  improvident — they  were  impolitic.    It  was  by  economy 
in  peace  that  we  were  to  trcafute  up  refources  for  war.     To 
preferve  our  dignity  and  CQnfe<juence  w  ith  other -naiions,  it 

waft 
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was  not  expedient  to  increa^fe  the  burdens  of  the  coimmiRity« 
The  only  wife  and  ei&<Stual  means  were  to  foriii  alliances 
'^ith  Princes,  reduce  our  armies  and  navies,  and  efta^Iifh  a 
fvftem  of  economy  throughout  all  the  departmentc  of  the 
(jovemment.  But,  indeed,  the  mere  economy  or  pitrlW 
mony  of  Minifters  could  not  effe£l  this  grand  objeft.  With- 
out the  people  were  enahled  to  be  economical  themfelves,  it 
was  impoflible  that  they  /hould  poffefi  property  ready  to 
fupply  the  fudden  and  preffing  emergencies  of  the  State.  He 
hoped  to  fee  a  time  when  the  Houfe -would  not  agree  with 
evej:y  pretence  of  a  Minifter  for  increafing  the  taites,  at  a 
time  when  they  ought  particularly  to  be  diminifliing.  But 
if  taxes  were  thus  continued  to  be  increafed,  the  people^s  ne- 
ceffity  would  enforce  economy  in  the  Government.  When 
they  were  exhaufted  of  the  means  to  fupport  it,  then  the 
MiniAer  would  be  obliged  to  retrench,  and  not  wantonly 
increafe  the  national  dift>urfements.  Increafing  our  armies 
and  navies,  could  not  be  vindicated  on  any  fyftem  of  political 
necefTity  or  propriety,  but  that  of  prefent  emergency.  But 
did  that  emergency  now  exift  ?  No  !  there  appeared  not  the 
kaft  occafion  for  our  feamen  having  been,  in  particular,  in- 
creafed  in  number.  The  country  was  never  in  a  more  floa« 
rilhing  date  than  it  was  in  the  year  I755»  when  our  eicpen- 
diture  bore  no  proportion  to  what  it  was  in  the  year  1789. 
During  the  peace,  in  the  admmillration  of  Sir  Robert  Wal- 
pole,  not  more  than  8000  or  10,000  feamen  were  thought 
neceffary.  The  country  had  then  as  much  power  to  contend 
againfl  as  thfy  have  at  prefent ;  he  could  not,  therefore^  fee 
the  expediency  of  having  fo  fuperior  a  number.  They  were 
undoubtedly  a  ufeful  and  necefTary  part  of  defence;  hut 
when  they  were  increafed  in  fueh  a  manner  as  to  ^xhauft  our 
refources,  they  became  then  the  means  of  our  debility. 

Mr.RoIlc.  Mr.  RolU  thought,  that  a  time  when  it  was  heceflary  te 
increafe  the  taxes,  fomething  might  have  been  ae^oired  from 
the  fale  of  the  Crown  lands.  As  there  had  appeared  a  dif* 
portion  in  the  Government  to  take  an  eRimate  of  them,  he 
wiflied  to  know  whether  there  was  any  intention  of  applying 
their  value  to  the  purpofes  of  the  State. 

-Mr.  Pitt.  Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  anfwered,  that  there  certainly  wa* 
an  intention  of  difpofmg  of  the  Crown  lands.  But,  as  it 
would  be  impoflible  to  make  their  fale  in  time  to  apply  the 
purchafe  money  to  the  prefent  occafion,  the  taxes  now  pro^ 
pofed  had  been  thought  expedient. 

Mr,  Rolle  Mr.  Rolle  rejoiced  to  hear  that  the  intention  was  notaban* 
doned. 

Mr.  Gilbert  then  read  the  refolutions  which  had  been  pro* 
pofcd  by  Mr.  Pitt,  as  Ibtcd  in  hi^  fjpeedi*    Tliey  pafled 

without 
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without  a  divifion,  but  againfl  the  diflenticnt  voice  of  Mr. 
Dempfier. 
llie  Houfe  then  reTumed  itfelf^  and  adjourned. 

TburJUav,  iitb  June. 

Mr.  Gilbert  reported-elghteen  refolationsty  come  to  in  the 
Cooknitteeof  Waysand  Means  on  the  budget  of  the  preced- 
ing Wednefday. 

The  report  having  been  receive  I, 

Lord  i^tufbaven  deiireiU  before  the  refolutions  were  read  a     Lord 
firft  tiaie,  to  have  fome  information  relative  to  the  Aatement  Kewbavcn 
given  by  the  right  hohourable  gentleman  upon  the  foregoing  - 
day.     He  knew  not  whether  he  had  taken  down  the  right 
honourable  gentleman's  wordscorre<Slly  ;  bur,  as  lie  was  fure 
that  the  right  honourable  gentleman  muft  with  that  what  lie 
had  faid  fhould  be  clearly  underAood  by  every  Member  of 
that  Houfe,  and  therefore  he  would  read  the  account  which 
he  had  taken  down  at  the  time,  and  if  it  wereincorteA,  he 
ihould  hope  for  information  to  fet  him  right.     Lord  New- 
haven  then  previoufly  ohferving,  that  in  a  point  of  fuch  in- 
hnite  importance,  a  point,  concerning  the  nature  and  extent 
of  which  every^Member,  or  to  fpeak  more  juAly   and  gene- 
rally, the  Nation,  ought  to  be  well  apprized,  he  felt  it  his 
duty  not  to  reft  fatisfied,  without  >feeking  for  additional  in- 
formation, begged  leave  to  afTure  the  rigiit  honourable  gentle- 
man that  he  had  taken  down  the  different  articles  of  hupply 
and  Ways  and  Means,  as  accurately  a«  he  could,  and  that 
on  trying  to  ftrike  a  balance  between  them,  it  appeared  not 
only  that  the  Supply  exceeded  the  Ways  and  Means  by  fe- 
veral  hundred  thoufand  pounds;  but  that  the  fum  lent  from 
the  civil  lift  for  fecret  fervices  was  only  182,000!.,  and  yet 
ftjted  in  the  fupply  as  191,0001*    The  whole  account  ftood  ^ 
as  follows : 

S  U  P  ?  L  Y. 

To  intereft  of  the  nationaldebt,  charges 
of  management,  civil  lift,  and  a  mil- 
lion to  be  laid  out  in  the  purchafe  of  ^.  i.      a. 
ftock            -               -            -          11,278,4^9  13    6{ 

To  intereft  of  the  unfunded  debt        •         276,083    6    6 

">5S4»S23    o    of 
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To  navy        -        2,328,570    o    o 
To  ordnance      -      459i444     7 '  9 
To  land  fcrvices      1 ,9 1 7,062  1 7     95 
To  fundry  fervices     641,853  15   io| 
To   feciet  fer vice- 
money         •  191,342  13    o 


To  deficiency  of  laft 

year's  grants     -       33^>^49  »*     3^ 
To  ditto  of  i^nd  and 

malt        -        -    35o,OQQ    q    o 
TodittQ,thefurplus 

oftheconfoltdated 

fund,,  which  laft 

year  was  taken  for 

2,545,0001.  fterU 

on  which  money 

was  borrowed  to 

the  full  amount ;  . 

but  the  four  quar-  : 

ters,  ending   the 

5th  of  Jan.  1789, 

only      produced 

i,024,932l.2s.4i4 

which  leaver  a  de-         « 

ficiency  to  be  pro- 

vided  for,  befides 

intercftof        -      520,067  17     74- 


I 


i^ii^^n^^  si 


1,201,717  15  xil 

«  I        I      I       n      ■    ■  ■  ■ 

18,294,514  JO     si 


^mm' 


Ways  and  Meaks. 

By  produce  of  taxes    •           -^  ^2>773o99  '^  ^ 

By  land  and  malt         —                 —  25^750,000  O  o 

liy  profit  of  the  lottery  *          —  27i>«i00  o  o 


■p'  1 1 


By  annuities,  with  benefit        £^ 

of  i'urvivorniip    •      -      1,002,50b 
By  ihprt  annuities        -  187,^00 


»S>794>399  la    o 


Mii^  TU  ' 


1,189,500    o    o 

I  ^19^3)899    12      O 

The 
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The  following  fufkis  are   fuppofed 

may  come  in,  in  tlie  coarfe  of  the 

year,    but  cannot  abfolutely   be 

depended  on,  viz. 
By  arrear  of  allefled  taxes    -    1 20,000 
By  impreft  money     -         -      loo.coo 
By  the  Eaft-India  Company     200,000 
By  a  foppofed  increafe  on  the 

duty  of  tobacco,  from  the 

new  rcgMlation  •  100,000 

• 530,000    o    o 


»7>S03»899  ^^    o 


By  wanting  to  pay  the  expences  of 
1789,  befides  what  yet  remains 
of  fervices  to  be  votea    .    -         -  790,614  18     5$ 

^■^"•"■"^■^■"■^■•""^  ■  •■•^^■•^■••^ 

18,294,514  10    5f 

Mr*  Stcelg  anfwered,  that  as  he  could  read  bed  out  of  his  Mr%  Steele 
own  book,  he  fliould  briefly  run  over  the  fevdral  articles  of 
the  budfrety  as  flated  by  his  right  honourable  friend,  (the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  perfeAIy  convinced  of  being 
able  to  ftrike  the  balance  in  favour  of  the  Ways  and  Means* 
He  rrmarked,  that  upon  all  money  iflfued  from  the  civil  lift, 
there  was  a  charge,  by  a6t  of  Parliament,  of  two  and  a  half 
per  cent*,  and  in  pafling  through  the  Exchequer,  a  charge  of 
two  and  a  half  more,  the  amount  of  which  added  to  i82,oool* 
made  the  exad  fum  dated  in  the  Supply*  The  Houfe  would 
ilfo  pleafe  to  obferve,  that  there  was  a  confiderable  arrear  of 
taxes,  which,  by  care  and  diligence,  would  certainly  be 
brought  into  the  Exchequer,  and  augment  the  confolidated 
fund. 

Lord  NewUm^fMf  obferving  that  he  afked  only  for  informa-^     tord 
tion,  added,  that  he  ihould  take  another  opportunity  to  en-  Newhaven 
quire  concerning  the  arrears  of  taxes. 

Mr.  Hkjpy  adverted  to  the  finking  fund>  which  he  con-  Mr. 
ceived  ought  to  be  fupported  under  every  circumAance.  He  HulTcy. 
admitted  that  the  annual  ijicome  was  increafed,  hut  contend* 
cd  that  it  would  be  to  no  purpofe,  if  the  expenditure  of  the 
country  were  not  kept  within  due  bounds;  and  he  defired  in* 
formation  from  the  right  honourable  gentlem^in  (Mr.  Pitt) 
relative  to  the  probability  of  the  expenditure  at  the  end  of 
^^  year  1 790,  being  reduced  to  the  amount  eftimated  by  the 
Revenue  Ccmimittee  in  1786*  He  remarked,  that  on  com- 
pviDg  the  fixed  annual  expenditure  with  the  annual  income^ 
^e  appeared  to  Ve  a  balance  of  little  more  than  four  mil- 

Kk  2  lions 
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lions  to  provide  for  thearmy)  the  navy»  the  ordnamcey  and 
the  other  various  and  yearly  voted  fer vices.  Should,  there— 
fore,  as  was  the  cafe  in  the  prefent  year,  theexpence  of  thofe 
fervices  exceed  five  millions,  how  was  it  pol&ble  that  a  mil- 
lion could  be  applied  to  the  redu£lion  of  the  national  debt  ? 

Mr.  Pitt.      Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  exprcfled  the  fatisfadion  with  which 
he  now  found  it  admitted,  on  all  hands,  that  the  income  of 
the  country  was  greater  than  the  amount  at  which  it  had  been, 
cftimated  by  the  Committee  of  Finance  In  1786.    This  was 
a  point  gained ;  and  gentlemen  who  had  t>een  among  the  fore- 
uioft  to  denv  tlie  probability  of  the  Public   income  arriving 
at  tlie  amount  of  the  given  eftimate  for  the  year  179Q,  were 
now  contented  to  refort  to  fingle  queftions,    which  were 
eafily  anfwered.     The  buGnefs  would  ilaily  prove  lefs  intri- 
cate ;  and  as  the  honourable  gentleman  oppofite  to  him  had^ 
in  his  remarks  the  preceding;  day,  himfelf  admitted^  that 
the  income  had  fo  increafed,  [Mr.  oheridan  looked  as  if  he 
thought  the  conclufion  not  juftj  though,  by  his  gefture,  he 
feemed  now  to  deny  it,  all  that  remained  for  him  to  fay  was» 
that  notwithftanding  it  was  impoflible  for  him  toanfwer  for 
the  unforefeen  circumilances  which  might  arife  to  prevent  it, 
there  was  every  reafon  to  believe,  if  matters  went  on  m 
their  ordinary  courfe,  that  the  expenditure  would  be  reduced 
to  that  level.     With  regard  to  the  great  expenditure  for  an- 
nual fervices,  gentlenicn  would  recolle£l,  that  the  period  at 
which  the  Committee  had  calculated  that  thofe  fervices  would 
be  reduced  io  what  might  be  confidei^ed  as  a  permanent  peace 
9(labli(hment,  was  not  yet  arrived.     It  was  true,  that  owing 
to  unforefeen  circumftances,  the  expence  of  feveral  depart-* 
ments  was  confidefahly  increafed  this  year;  but  he  knew  of 
no  portion  of  that  expence  which  would  be  permanent,  ex* 
cept  ico,oool.  a  yenr  for  the  army.     It  was  impoflible  to 
fay,  that  circumftances  would  not  arife  which  might  prevent 
iuch  a  redudlion  as  there  was  every  reafon  to  hope  and  believe 
would  be  made.     If  fuch  circumftances  fhbuld  arife,   new 
aids  muA  be  found  to  defray  theex)>ence.     AH  which  he  had 
ever  contended  for  was,  that,  judging  from  prefent  appear* 
ances,  there  Was  no  reafon  to  think  thaC  fuch  aids  would  be 
iieceflary.     I'here  was,  helides,  good  ground  for  hoping,  that 
if  unforefeen  expences  fhould  arife,  the  growing  produce  of 
the  taxes,  under  fuch  regulations  as  might  be,  and  were  to 
be  provided,  would  prove  equal  to  thofe  expences.     A  regu* 
lation  of  this  fort  he  had  already  intimated  his  intention  of 
carrying  into  efFed^  this  feflion,  with  regard  to  the  duties  on 
tobacco. 
Mr.  Mr.  Sheridan  obferved  that,   aware  that  aflTertion  "On  the 

^iiwidan.  one  fide,  contradiSed  by  aflertion  on  the  other,  could  prove 

nothing,  he  really  had  not  the  fmalleft  inclinatioo  to  have 

6  fpokea 
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ipoken  tbat  day,  until  the  right  honourable  gentleman  thought 

proper  to  deduce  an  argum^snt  from  his  geilure.     He  begged 

the  right  honourable  gentleman  to  underftand  tbat  he  wai 

hj  no  means  ready  to  admit,  that  the  public  income  had  in* 

crealicd  beyond  the  eAimate  for  the  year  179O)  given  in  the 

Report  ot  the  Committee  of  Revenue  of  I78O1  and  upon 

taking  the  public  income  upon  an  average  of  three  years 

back,  he  believed  it  would  be  fonnd  that  the  fa£k  was,  that 

it  had  not  arrived  even  to  the  level  of  that  eflimate.     When 

the  right   honourable  gentleman  then  ftated  bis  expe£bation 

of  extraordinary  refources,  he  had  declared  what  he  was  not 

lels  willing  to  declare  at  prefent,  that   the  right  honourable 

gentleman  lad  over-  rated  them>  and  if  he  came  tlien  to  borrow 

a  million,  it  proved  that  he  did  over- rate  them  at  the  time  in 

^ueftion.  The  right  honoorablegentleman  had  taken  notice  of 

his  gefture;  he  was  forry  he  had  ufed  any,  as  it  had  brought 

00  a  diicuffion  which  could  anfwer  no  end.     Yet,  upon  the 

preceding  day,  lefs  than  a  geAure  had  been  converted  into  an 

argument  ;  his  filence  had  been  conllrued  as  an  admiflion  of 

the  fads  as   dated  by  an  honourable  gentleman  oppofite  to 

him,  and  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  who  had  both 

diredly  contradidted  him  refpe£ling  his  aflertion,  that  in 

1786,  a  million  had  been  borrowed  by  Exchequer  bills.  The 

right  honourable  gentleman  had,  in  lofty  language,  and  with 

a  degree  of  petuianjce,  denied  that  he  l>orrowed  the  million, 

fince  the  report  had  been  made  by  the  Committee  of  Finance* 

In  fa6k,  the  right  honourable  gentleman  feemed  extremely 

fore  upon  the  fubjeA.    [Mr.  fitt  and  fome  gentlemen  near 

him  laughed.]     Mr.  Sheridan  faid,  if  the  right  honourable 

gentleman  had  no  better  refources  than  in  the  laughter  of 

his  friends,  he  was  poorly  off;    but,  neither  laughter  nor 

fneers  fliould  prevent  him  from  afferting,  that  his  filence 

did  not  prove  him  in  the  wrong.     The  fa£l  was,  as  eentlemen 

might  recolleft,  in  1785,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 

took  credit  for  two  millions  of  Exchequer  bills,  and  declared, 

at  the  time,  that  probably  he  fliou Id  not  have  occafioh  for 

more  than  one  million;  in  which  cafe,  the  bills  for  the  fe- 

cond  million  fliould  not  be  iiTued.     It  turned  out  that  only 

one  million  was  ifluedin  1785,  and  in  i«86  the  Chancellor 

of  the  Exchequer  fo  ftated  it,  and  made  the  fecond  million  a 

part  of  that  year's  Ways  and  Means.     The  million  had,  in 

iubftance,  if  not  precifely  and  ftri6lly,   been  borrowed  fince 

the  Report  had  been  made  by   the  Revenue  Committee. 

There  was  one  material  part  of  his  ri)eech  the  preceding  day, 

Mr.Sheiidan  faid,  of  which  the  right  honourable  gentleman 

had  not  thought  proper  to  take  thefm^lieft  notice,  and  that 

was,    his  propofition  for  the  appointment  of  an   impartial 

CQinmittee  to  examine  the  public  accounts,  and  make  their 

report 
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report  upon  them.     He  had  himfelf  exprefllj  declared  that 
he  would  not  enter  into  any  difcuffion  of  the  fuhjed  upon 
the  preceding  day,  becaufe  the  debate  which  muft  have  arifen 
would  only  have  confided  of  afi*ertion  on  one  hand,  and  de- 
nial on  the  other,  without  the  poflibility  of  alFording  con  vie- 
^  tion  to  any,  becaufe  it  would  not  have  been  in  their  power  to 
come  at  any  thing  like  proof,  for  want  of  proper  papers  to 
refer  to.     The  right  honourable  gentleman  had  chofen  to  un- 
derfland  him,  the  preceding  day,  as  if  he  had  meant  merely 
to  move  certain  refolutions;  whereas  the  appointment  of  a 
fair  Committee  was  his  objeA;  and  if  fucb  a  Committee 
were  appointed,  it  would  be  for  the  Committee  to  examine 
the  public  accounts,  and  he  was  fure  it  would  end  in  a  com- 
pleat  deteflion  of  the  delufion  and  fallacy  of  the  right  ho- 
nourable gentleman,  and  a  full  juftification  of  what  he  had 
advanced.' 

Mr.Steelc      Mr.  Steele  repeated  his  aflertion  that  the  additional  million 
of  Exchequer  bills  was  borrowed  in  1785,  and  not  in  1786. 
I^r.  Mr.  Sheridan  anfwered,  it  was  true  that   the  Exchequer 

Sheridan,  bills  were  voted  in  1785,  but  they  had  not  been  added  to  the 
debt  till  1786.  The  miferable  quibble  under  which  the  hGt 
was  attempted  to  be  concealed  was  this:  In  1785  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  obtained  a  vote  for  two  millions  of 
.  additional  Exchequer  bills,  one  million  only  of  which  (he  had 
faid)  it  WAS  probable  would  be  wanted,  but  it  would  l>e 
proper  to  have  the  other  million  as  a  referve,  in  cafe  there 
Ihould  be  occafion  for  it.  One  million  of  thefe  bills  was  kept 
in  referve  accordingly ;  they  were  unneceflarily  ifTued  in  1 786^ 
when  the  right  honourable  gentleman  had  refolved  to  bring 
forward  his  new  plan  of  finances^  and  700|000l.  of  them  ac- 
tually remained  unifTued  when  the  Repot t  of  the  Revenue 
Committee  was  laid  before  the  Houfe. 

Thus  much,  Mr.  Sheridan  added,  that  he  felt  himfelf  obli- 
ged to  remark,  left  his  filence  (hould  be  conftrued  into  an  ad- 
miffion  of  the  right  honourable  gentleman's  ftatement. 

t\T  Grey  Sir  Griy  Cooper  declared  that  it  was  not  matter  of  furprize 
Cuoper.  ^Q  Y^\y^  ^Q  fipj  jj^3^  there  was  a  neceffity  for  a  loan  of  one 
million  to  fupply  the  deficiency  of  the  ways  and  means  of 
the  current  year.  From  the  llighteft  and  moft  curfory  de- 
gree of  attention  to  the  comparative  ftate  of  the  income  and 
expenditure  of  the  nation,  for  the  two  laft  years,  it  was  clear 
that  extraordinary  aids  muft,  by  unavoidable  confequence, 
be  demanded  to  carry  the  affairs  of  the  nation  through  this 
year;  and  it  required  no  gift  of  prophecy  to  forefee  and  fore- 
tell it.  If  the  deficiency  which  this  Iban  was  to  provide  for, 
had  arifen  wholly,  or  in  great  part,  from  events  and  circum- 
ftances  which  coi^ld  not  be  eftimated  or  forefeen  in  the  year 
1 7  86 ;  from'  the  expence  of  a  fuddeti  arroament>'or  from  pub- 
lic 
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lie  or  fecret  fervices,  judged  by  His  Majefty'a  Mioifters  re» 
quifite  for  conducing  and  accompliihin^  an  advantageous 
treaty  ;  or  frooi  occafional  charges  which  would  not  recur  ; 
and  if  the  borrpwing  this  million  was  to  be  the  ie-allsLtii  th« 
atd'a/l  of  loans  in  time  of  peace,  we  might,  with  chearful* 
nefs,  TOte  the  loan  and  the  taxes,  and  look  forward  with 
confidence  to  our  future  lituation ;  but  if  this  deficiency 
were  chiefly  occafioned  by  the  high  expence  of  the  eftabliihr 
roents  of  the  Navy,  Army,  and  Ordnance  and  if  (as  it  ap- 
peared to  him)  we  had  no  fair  ground  of  hope  that  anf  con« 
fiderable  redufliqn  would  be  made  in  any  of  thefe  eftablifti- 
menu  in  the  year  1790,  we  were,  witli  our  eyes  open,  em- 
barking in  another  certain  deficiency  in  the  enfuing  year;  and 
the  meafure  now  under  confideration  was  a  mere  temporary 
expedient :  and  he  ventured  to  aflert  that  until  we  could  re- 
duce our  annual  exf^enJiture  to  3>90o,oooI.,  or  4,ooo,oooK 
at  the  higheft,  we  fhould  not  be  able  to  find  means  to  give 
joy  confideiable  operation  or  efleA  to  the  excellent  plan  for 
,tbe  gradual  extin£lion  of  the  national  debt.     Mr.  Necker,  ia 
his  Tp^ch  to  the  Eiats  Generauxj  obferves,  that  to  borrow 
'and  to  pay  off  debts  at  the  fame  time,  are  two  arrangements 
which  contradiA  each  other;  at  ieaft,  unlefs  the  intereft  of 
the  fum  borrowed  be  lefs  tha4i  that  of  the  capitals  which  are 
extifiguifted.     This  obfervation  could  not  with  accuracy  be 
applied  to  our  mode  of  redeeming  the  national  debt ;  but  yvt 
if  we  were  to  borrow  every  year  to  fupply  the  means  for  this 
redemption,  it  would  be  a  fucecffion  of  weak  expedientis, 
without  any  material  operation  or  efieA.    In  the  Report  of 
17869  they  had  good  patterns  of  economy  laid  before  them ; 
ffom  tlie  year   1766  to  1769,  the  expences  of  the  Navy» 
Army,  and  Ordnance,  did  not  amount  to  3,500^000!.     In 
I770ii  which  year  was  not  ftated  tn  the  Report,  when  Lord 
North    was    Minifter,   thofe    expences    did    noi    exceed 
3,300,000}.,  it  was  held  out  to  Parliament  that  in  the  year 
1 790  the  annual  expendit ere  would  be  kept  withm  4,ooo,oool. 
that  promife  was  ^<  made  to  their  ears,  but  had  heett  brokai 
^  tS  their  hopes***    The  expendimre  of  this  year  amounted 
to  5,500,0001.     The  great  leading  confideration  in  this  matt 
ter  was,  what  would  be  a  fair  eftimate  of  the  clear  net  amount 
of  the  national  ineome  for  the  current  year,  ;^>p)icable  la 
the  public  fervice  ?  He  admitted  that  the  climate  of  the  pre- 
due^  for  the  next  four  quarters,  at  12,978,000].  wae  taken 
upon  tolerably  fair  ground.     He  had  no  objedtion  to  let  it 
'ftand  at  i3,O00)000l«,  and  to  add,  the  net  produce  of  land 
and  malt,  at  2,500,000!.    The  income  of  the  country  taken 
upon  this  liberal  eftimate  amounted  to  1 5,500,0001.   The  ^ 
£ciehcy  of  land  and  malt,  laft  year,  was  more  than  350,0001* 
which  rednced  the  net  prod^ice  into  the  Exchequer,   to 
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2,4(^0,000!.  The  next  material  point  upon  which  his  com- 
putations differed  from  thofe  of  the  right  honourable  gentle- 
man was,  the  amount  of  the  dedu£lions  to  be'mad<f  from  the 
revenue  of  13,000,000!.  before  the  net  produce  for  the  pub* 
lie  fervice  could  be  liquidated  in  the  Exchequer.  The  right 
honourable  gentleman  had  ftated  thofe  deduflions  to  a'mount 
to  1  i,200,cool.  Sir  Grey  Cooper  InHfted,  that  thofe  de* 
dudions  amounted  to  ii«520,oool.  including  the  milhon  for 
the  fedudtion  of  the  national  debt« 

Inttreft  of  national  debt    *  •  9»^75i769 

Civil  Lift        —        —  —  —  900^000 

Charges  on  the  Aggregate  Fund^  ^  per  re* 

port,  1785  —  —  — .  .     64,600 

Appropriated  duties,  as  per  ditto  —  66,538 

I  ntereit  of  Exchequer  bills         —        •—  r8o,ooO 

Intereft  of  Navy  bills  — <  —  33.229 

•  10,520,136 

Million  for  reduction  of  debt  —  lij,J2t),i36 

'  The  income  of  tlie  country,  upon  this  ftatement,  did  not 
exceed  four  millions,  applicable  to  the  fervices  of  the  anny» 
navy,  ordnance,  and  mifcellaneous  feryices.  If  this  were 
•fo,  and  no  better  or  more  certain  refourcesexift^  to  be  added 
to  the  ways  and  means  of  the  current  year,  than  thofe  re» 
mote  contingencies  ftated  to  the  Committee  by  the  right  ho- 
nourable gentleman,  another  deficiency  muft  neceflarily  pre* 
fent  itfelf  to  them  on  the  5th  of  Apnl,  17^,  and  another 
Joan  muA  be  reforted  to,  until  the  annual  expenditure  could 
be  reduced  to  four  millions. 
Mr*  Mr.  Bajiard  declared,  that  he  had  never  fat  in  the  Houfe 

.  .Bii^sfd*  with  more  painful  feelings  than  during  the  preceding  day- 
Had  he  cpnceived  the  finances  to  have  been  in  fuch  ^  ftate 
as  they  now  appeared  to  be  in,  he  certainly  would  not  have 
oppofed  the  wine  and  poft-horfe  taxes  the  laft  feflion>  and, 
fee  the  fame  reaibn,  he  (hould  be  inclined  to  give  the  in- 
tended  regulation  relative  to  tobacco  his  fupport,  whenever 
it  fliould  be  brought  forward*.  He  reminded  the  Houfe  of 
Ibe  flatement  given  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  on 
a  former  occafioni  when  he  had  faid  that  they  were  abje  to 
provide  for  the  extraordinary  expence,  without  going  into 
an  extraordinary  operation  of  finance.  He  fhould  not  haye 
rifen  that  day,  if  be  did  not  think  that  the  deficiency  could 
befupplied  without  any  new  taxes.  He  referred  to  the  Re- 
port of  tlie  Commiifionisrs  of  Accounts,  in  which  they  had 
pointed  out  where  26,0001.  per  annual  might  be  faved.  He 
Jilfo  mentioned  the  unclaimed  dividends  in  the  Bank,  and  the 
fai^  of  the  wafie  lands«  which  latter  fubje£t  had  beta  foven 

years 
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years  under  inquiry.  He  dwelt  on  the  propriety  of  follbw- 
ingup  the  fuggefiion  of  the  Commiffioners  of  Accounts^  an4 
faid,  that  till  their  Reports  were  contradi£led,  they  ought  to 
be  attended  to.  Mr.  fiaftard  obferyed,  that  a$  long  as  the 
prefent  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  remained  ifx  Admini* 
ilation,  he  had  though t,  and  the  country  had  thought  fo 
likewife,  that  there  would  be  a  total  emancipation  from  the 
bardefi  of  additional  taxes. 

The  queftjon  was  then'  put,  ^'  That  the  refolqtions  be 
*^  read  a  fecond  time.**     After  which, 

Mr.  Hmniker  alluding  to  the  objections  made  to  the  propo-     Mr. 
fed  loan,  on  the  fcore  of  its  being  an  addition  to  the  national  Henniker, 
debt,  allerted  the  contrary  to  bp  the  cafe.     It  was  not  (he 
faid)  a  perpetuity,  but  a  loan,  having  in  it  (what  every  loan 
ought  to  have)  a  principle  of  felf^redudlion.  / 

Mr.  Steele  bbferved  that  the  Budget  of  1786,  gnd  wh^t  MffSteelf 
dien  pailed,  had  been  fo  miftated  and  unfounded,  that  hf 
could  not  fit  quietly  in  his  place  and  let  it  proceed  without 
explanation.  Mr.  Steele  then  Aated  a  narrative  qf  what 
had  faAen  from  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in  1786, 
when  the  fyftem  of  appropriating  a  million  had  been  firl^ 
adopted.    The  moft  eflential  part  of  this  ftatement  was,  Mr.  * 

Steele's  reminding  the  Houfe,  that  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had,  in  1786,  expreffly  faid,  that  although  he  ex* 
peded  to  find  feveral  extraordinary  aids  to  enable  him  to  go 
on  with,  yet  that  fuch  extraordinary  demands  might  occur 
that  he  might  have  occafion  for  a  loan  of  one  or  two  millions: 
That  he  would  put  it  oflr  as  long  as  he  poifibly  could.  That, 
Mr.  Steele  faid,  was  the  fad,  and,  therefore,  there  was  no 
ground  for  charging  his  right  honourable  friend  with  any  9 

thing  like  a  fallacy.  Mr.  Steele  referred  Mr.  Sheridan  and 
the  Houfe  to  the  Report  of  the\  Navy  Board,  on  which  the 
Revenue  Committee  of  1786  had  built  that  part  of  their  Re** 
port,  and  thence  they  would  festbat  the  navyexpences  ha^d 
not  incfeafed  beyond  what  might  have  been  expeAed.  • 

Mr.  Sheridan  declared  that  he  never  heard  any  afiertion  Mr. 
'yith  more  aftonifhment  than  that  of  the  honourable  gentle- Sheridan. 
man  who  fpoke  laft.  He  gave  him  as  much  credit  as  his  re- 
colleftion  of  a  fpeech,  delivered  four  years  ago,  could  entitle 
him  tt>;  but,  without  pptting  his  memory  againfl  the  ho- 
nourable gentleman's,  it  wns  utterly  impofllble  that  the  Chqn« 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  could  have  come  to  the  Houfe  with 
*  fpeech  to  contradiA  the  Report  of  his  Committee.  He 
averred  that  in  that  Report  there  was  not  an  idea  thrown 
out  about  ihe  probability  of  a  future  loan.  Was  it  to  be  con- 
cluded that  the  riglil  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Pitt)  could 
fo  far  forget  his  objed,  aslo  fay  to  the  Houfe,  that,  perhaps, 
he  might  want  9  fmali  fym  of  a  million. or  two,  for  the  pun- 
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"pbfc  of  paying  off  three  niiliron8t)f  ihe  .national  debt -?  The 
right  honourable  gentleman  himfelf  admitted  the  increafe  of 
the  army  to  he  a  permanent  expence.  He. believed  that  the 
Yiavy  eftabliihment  could  not  be  diminifhed  with  a  due  regard 
to  the  faCeiy  of  thexrountry;  hut  on  that  fubjedl  it  was  not 
tiis  intention' to  argue  at  prefent,  if  rhe  r'^ht  honourable  gen- 
tleman did  not  oppofe  his  motion  for  appointing  a  Committee 
of  the  Houfe,  of  a  different  completion  from  the  former* 
They  coold'have  the  beft  inf  Tmationfrom  Sir  Charles-Mid* 
dieton.  He  added,  that  he  would  either  on  the  morrow  or  on 
Monday  move  for  fome  papers  which  were  neceflary  to  be 
fnbmitted  to  that  Committee.  / 
Marq.  of      The  jMiafqnh  of  Gmbam  imputed  much  of  the  mifconcep- 

Grahaa.   tion  which  appeared  to  have  .prevailed  to-getndemen's  con* 
{bunding  the  ftatements  of  the  two  laft  years  expenditure  and 

>  iheome,  with  what  the  Committee  of  Finance  hi  r7S6  had 

Reported  woUld  be  the  ftate  of  the  income  and  Expenditure  at 
the  ertd  of  the  year  17^0.  The  Marquis  ftated  what  the 
Committee  of  1786  had  conftdercd  as  likely  to  be  the  peace 
eilablifhment  at  the  end  of  the  year  *790>  aiVd  what  had 
been  the  condu6l  of  his  right  honourable  friend  at  the  time 
wl-ienthe  Report  was  made.  He  animadverted  on  the  no^el 
idea  of  a  Committee  condituted  like  that  whkh  an  honour- 
f  able  gentleman  (Mr.  Sheridan)  had  defcribedy  of  fuchashad 
neitlier  been  in  office,  nor  had  any  expedatbn  of  being  in 
office,  nor  defired  to  be  in  office.  The  Memberswho  were 
on  that  Committee  ought  (the  Marquis  conceived)  to  be 
fworn  previoufly  to  their  fitting  as  Committeemen,  as  to  tbe 
extraordinary  faft  of  their  never  defiring  to  be  in  ofice. 

Sir  James       Sir  yames  Johnflone  approving  of  the  tontine,  conceived 

Johnftoo*.  that  of  all  the  alliances  ever  formed  by  the  right  honour- 
able gentleman,  (Mr,  Pitt)  whether  with  the  Prince  of  Hefle, 
or  even  with  the  King  erf  Pruflia,  the  moft  powerful  and 
(doubtlefs  in  the*end)  tlie  moft  advantageous  for  lihe  country 
*  was  that  which  he  had  entered  into  with  Do£tor  Death* 
He  admired  the  idea  of  the  burthen  on  the  public  being  go- 
verned by  the  nrortality  of  mankind.  It  was  a  wife  way  of 
providing  for  the  neceffities  of  the  State.  Sir  James  fpoke  on 
the  tax  on  horfes,  and  thought  it  not  fu^iently  comprehen- 
five.  He  afked,  why  mules  fhould  not  be  liable  to  the 
duty  as  well  as  a  gelding,  a  mare,  or  a  ftone-horfe? 
Mr.  Mr  Sheridan  obferved  that  he  could  not  avoid  admiring  the 

Sherictan.  plenfantry  with  which  the-  iioble  Marquis  trejited  his  propo-t 
fition  for  an  indeperidant  Committee.  Notwithflanding  th^ 
Iioble  Marquis  had  humorouDy  faid,  that  the  Members  no- 
ininaradon  fufch  a  Goinmittee  fhould  fwear,  that  they  did  not 
wifii  to  be  in  office,  yet  he  had  no  doubt  there  were  gentle- 
meii  in  that  Houfe^  -who  neither  were  in  office,  nor  wifhed 
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tobcboffcc^  and  who  weve  coQipetenl  to  theinfinersm 

queftion.  Did  the  noble  Marquis  mean  to  iiHioiate  that  then- 
were  no  gentlemen  in  tht  Koufs,  except  placefnen«  who 
wrrecapabte  of  examining  and  ftativig  the  refoUrcesand  expmi-^ 
diture  of  the  national  finances  ?  He  diit  not  fay  that  tho- 
fame  CoHKnittee  had  wilfully  deceived  the  Public;  but  their 
coiiclaiions  certainly  were  n9t  jnililied  by  experience  ;  and 
therefore  he  thought  himfelf  at  liberty,  without  meaning  to 
throw  the  fmallei^  imputation  en  any  Member  of  that  Com- 
mittee,  to  move  fer  a  new  enquiry  into  the  ftate  of  the  pub« 
lie  accounts. 

Sir  Charles  Afiddleton  remarked  that  with  regard  to  theSirCharl. 
Navy,  the  report  of  the  Committee  had  been  tolerably  accu-  MtddictoSi 
rate.    Ninety  thoufand  pounds  of  additional  expence  had 
been  incurred  en  the  article  of  hemp  alone ;  and,  he  prefumed, 
Minifters  thought  that  a  very  wife  and  politic  meafure.    Tho-  ' 

dockyards  aKo  were  never  better. filled  with  ftores  <^ all- 
kinds  than  at  preftnt;  and  at  whatever  expence  that  could 
be  efie£^ed,  the  nation  ought  not  to  grudge  it. 

ThtMar^uhof  Groibam  defended  his  animadverfi<His  on  Mtrq.  of 
the  Committee,  by  urging  the  extreme  novelty  of  the  foi^  Graham. 
nation  of  fuch  a  Committee ;  and  he  confidered  the  propofi* 
tion  of  fuch  a  Committee  as  an  indireift  imputation  on  gen« 
tlemen  in  office,  the  obvious  inference  being,  that  they 
woqM  abufe  the  troft  w)iich  might  be  repofed  in  them  by  the 
Koufe,  and  report  what  they  did  not  believe  to  hk  the  hSt. 
Such  an  imputation  the  Marquis  confidered  as  derogatory  to 
the  dignity  of  the  Houfe^  and  he  declared  that  he  felt  it  to  be 
injurious  to  himfelf. 

Mr.  Sheridan  protefted  that  he  meant  nothing  coarfe  or  Mr. 
perfohal,  and  denied  that  it  was  a  novel  thing  to  have  fuch  a  Sheridan. 
Committee.  As  a  proof  of  this,  he  mentioned  a  Committee 
which  had  been  appointed  during  the  American  war^  and 
confifted  chiefly  of  country  gentlemen.  He  did  not  like  to 
have  fuch  another  Committee  as  that  of  1 786,  becaufe  though 
be  did  not  mean  to  charge  them  with  having  done  fo  inten- 
tionally, he  was  of  opinion  that  they  had  deceived  the  Houfe 
»nd  the  public.  With  regard  to  a  Committee  of  gentlemen 
in  office,  Mr.  Sheridan  thought  they  were  liable  to  be  lefs 
careful  in  their  enquiry  after  the  truth,  from  a  natural  wi(h 
to  find  the  moft  favourable  fide  of  the  queftion  to  be  the  fadt^ 
than  any  other  fet  of  gentlemen. 

Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  anfwered  that  the  honourable  gentle-  Mr*  Pit^ 
aian  was  miftaken  in  his  precedent;  and  that  the  Committee 
tenrhich  he  had  referred  was  not  compofed  wholly  of  country 
pntldnen,  fince  Colonel  Barre  fat  on  it^  and  took  a  great 
Pvt  to  its  orofieedlnn. 
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The  qutfftion  vf2M  at  length  puty  and  the  leToIations  read  1 
fecond  time  and  agreed  to. 

Mt,  Chancellor  Pitt  gave  notice  that  on  the  enfuing  Mon- 
day it  was  his  intention  to  move  the  Houfe  to  gointoa  Com- 
^  roittee  to  confider  of  the  duties  payable  on  tobacco* 
Mr.  Mr.  Sktridan  wifhed  to  know  whether  it  was  Mr.  Pitt's  in- 

Sheridan,  tention  on  that  day,  to  m«ve  any  final  refolution  on  the  fub- 
je£t»     He  really  thought  that  in  aqueflion  of  fo  much  impor- 
tance, at  leaA  as  much  previous  notice  fliould  have  been 
given  to  the  merchants  and  manufacturers  of  tobacoo  as  had 
been  given  to  the  dealers  in  wine,  when  it  was  put  under  the 
regulation  of  the  Excife  laws. 
Mr.  Pitt.      Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  anfwered  that  it  was  his  intention,  on 
Monday,  to  ftate  the  grounds  on  which  tlie  propofition  he 
had  to  bring  forward  was  founded,  and  afterwards  to  move  the 
Cqmmittee  to  agree  to  it.     He  believed  that  all  thofe  con- 
cerned in  tobacco  were  fufficiently  apprized  of  his  intention, 
as  he  ceitainly  had  made  no  fecret  of  it ;  at  any  fate  ample 
time  would  be  given,  in  the  fubfequent  ftages  of  the  bufinefs, 
for  hearing  the  cbjedtions  which  might  be  urged  by  them 
againft  the  propriety  of  the  meafure. . 
Lerd        ""Lord  MaitlaMd  rofe  before  the  Speaker*  left  the   chair  to 
Maitland  give  notice,  that  when  the  Houfe  was  likely  to  be  occupied 
with  other  bufmefs  till  feven  or  eight,  he  would  move  in  fu- 
ture, that  the  flave-trade  enquiry  fhould  not  be  proceeded 
with  on  that  day.     He  affigned  the  great  expence  to  the  par- 
ties employing  counfel,  as  the  motive  of  his  intended  con- 
dua. 
Mtv  Pitt.       Mr.,  Chancellor  Pitt  reafoned  againft  fuch  an  intention,, 
and  maintained  that  it  would  prove  a  material  impediment  to 
the  pi:ogrers  of  the  Important  inveftigation  in  which  the 
Houfe  were  engaged. 
Sir  Wm.       Vjjj.  /fj//;^^  Doiben  hoped  that  gentlemen  would  keep  in 
Poiben.  jjjjuj  (]^^  difference  l>etween  a  propofition  for  the  abolition  of 
the  flave  trad«,  and  a  propofition  merely  for  the  regulation 
of  it,  and  would  govern  their  queftions  to  the  witnefles  ac- 
cordingly.    Sir  William  Dolben  gave  notice  of  his  intention 
-  fliortly  to  propofe  a  continuation  of  the  regulation  zSt  which 
pafled  in  the  courfe  of  the  preceding  year  with  amendments. 
At  length  the  order  of  the  day  for  going  into  the  Cominit- 
tce  was  read,  and  the  Speaker  left    the  chair.     Sir  Willian^ 
Dolben  then  took  his  feat  at  the  table^  and  <5ounfel  and  wit- 
Defies  were  called  to  the  bar. 

Afterwards  the  Houfe  adjourned. 

Monday^  I  ^th  June. 

Maj.Scott     Major  Sro// having  moved  for  "A  copy  of  Mr.  Grants 

"  letter  to  the  right  honourable  pari  Cornwallii  on  the  rc- 

«<  venues 
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^  venues  arifing  from  the  duties  on  fait,  at  Be^galy^  obfer* 
ved  that  hefbould  have  confined  hlmfelf  merely  to  tfie  mo- 
tioD  which  he  had  made,  if  an  honourable  gentleman  had  not 
defired  him  to  ftate  the  grounds  upon  which  he  made  it, 
which  he  would  do  as  fbortly  as  poffible.  The  Houfe  knew 
that  the  t:me  approached  when  what  was  called  the  Indian 
Budget  caijie  und6r  its  confideration.  In  the  difcuffions  upon 
it,  it  had  been  ufual  to  go  very  fully  into  the  (late  of  theBri* 
ti(h  government  in  Bengal.  He,  for  one,  had  invariaSly- 
contended,  that  the  natives  of  that  extenfive  empire  were  in 
erery  lefped  happier  and  better  governed  under  our  admini- 
firation,  than  at  any  other  period  of  their  hidory.  In  fupport. 
of  this  opinion  he  had  moved  for  the  feveral  teftimonials  re*. 
lativeto  Mr.  Haftings,  who  had  prefided  over  the  govern- 
ment of  Bengal  for  thirteen  years.  The  Houfe  had  ordered 
thefe  teftimonials  to  be  printed,  and  they  would  fpeak  for 
tbemfelves.  The  paper  he  now  moved  for,  was  a  document 
written  .by  a  gentleman  who  had  been  appointed  to  a  very 
high  office  in  the  revenue  department  in  Bengal,  by  Sir 
John  Macpberfon :  that  gentleman  had  written  an  Analyfis 
of  the  Revenues  of  Bengal,  a  work  of  great  labour  and  inge«: 
Ruity,  which  tended  to  Ihow  our  government  in  a  favourable 
point  of  view.  He  had  lately  tranfmjtted  to  Earl  ComwaU 
lis  a  very  curious  treatife  relative  to  the  Salt  Revenue.  He 
proved  in  that  treatife  that  the  confumption  of  fait  in  Bengal 
was  double  wha(t  it  had  been  twenty- five  years  ago,  which  ^ 

Mr.  Grant  imputed  to  the  increafe  of  population,  agricul- 
ture, and  commerce,  in  Bengal,  during  that  period ;  an  opi- 
nion which  precifely  coincided  with  every  idea  which  he  (the 
Major)  had  ever  entertained,  from  every  obfervatjon  he  had 
made  during  a  long  refidence  in  Bengal,  and  therefore  he* 
moved  for  this  paper,  intending  to  make  ufe  both  of  that  and! 
the  teftimonials  hereafter,  in  oppefition  to  the  very  ilrange^ 
2nd  extraordinary  aflertions  which  were  thrown  out  in  that< 
Houfe  aiid  elfewhere,  when  the  ftate  of  the  Britiih  govern- 
Blent  in  India  was  mentioned.  ^ 

The  motion  pafled  without  oppofition. 

The  order  of  the  day  being  read  for  the  Houfe  to  refolve. 
itfelf  into  a  Committee  on  the  bill  refpefiing  debtors  and 
creditors, 

Mr.  ^^Zfjr  having  begged  leave  to  ftate  his  objedlions-    Mr. 
againft  the  bill  before  the  Speaker  left  the  chair,    went.  Wigley. 
through  it  claufe   by  claufe,  and  argued  upon   the  fame    . 
groQnds  as  he  had  refted  his  oppofition  to  the  bill  upon  a 
former  day.     He  confidered  the  bill  in  the  different  views  of 
^ts  probable  efie£t  upon  creditors  and  upon  debtors,  and  alfo 
^HhrefpcS  to  the  bankrupt  laws,  and  concluded  with  gene- 
rally declaring^  that  although  th«  honourable  introducer  of 

th« 
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the  bill  wa^«ntitfed  to  the  thanks  o^  the  public  for  bis  goocT 
mtention,  the  bill  rieverthelefs  appeared  to  him  ars  likely^  if 
fuiFered  to'pafs  int^  ar  law,  to  produce  inore  evil  than  advan-^ 
tagc. 
Mr.        •    Mr.  Burgas  obfer^ed  that  the  prefent  time  was  by   no 

Barrel*    itieatis  the  moft  proper  for  atifwering  the  objefUons  ot   the 
honourable  gentleman,  beeaufe  :he  bill  h  )d  bat  juHbeen  fent 
down  froraf  a  Comnrittee  above  ftairs;  and  it  was  not  poifihle 
fof  the  Houfeto  foi'mf  any  opinion  refpeding  it,  till  it  had 
been  recomnlitted  to  a  (Jommittee  of  the  whole  Houie;  a 
ftage  to  which  they  were  on  the  eve  of  proceeding.     When 
the  bill  bad  gone  through  the  Committee^  and  the  different 
;fmendments  bad  been  made  in  \tf  which  he  meant  to  propofe, 
it  would  tomt  bcffofe  the  Houfe  in  an  intelligible  fhape,  and 
they  would  be  better  able  to  judge  of  its  probable  utility,  or 
its  probaiWe  inconvenience.     When  it  (honld  hare  arrived  at 
that  ftage,  he  profefled  that  lie  would  be  ready  and  willing 
to^^nfwer  every  6bjeclion  which  could  be  offered  to  it  by  the 
faonoUfable  gentleman,  or  any  other  Member. 

Upon    ptitting  the  queftion,    Mr.   Wigley  divided  the 
Houfe,  when  tlie  numbers  were,    Ayes,  31;  Noes,  12. 

The  Houfe  itrim^diately  went  into  a  Committee;  after  fome 
time   fpent   therein,  the  Chairman  reported  progr«fs,  de- 
Cred  le^ve  to  fit  again  i  and  the  Speaker  returned  to  the  chair. 
Ifr.  ^^'  Dundas  (having  firft  moved  for  a  number  of  papers, 

Pimdas.  preparatory  to  his  Opening  his  Eaft-tndran  Budget)  explained 
to  the  Houfe  the  grounds  of  a  motion  which  he  was  about  to 
introduce  fot  the  relief  of  the  Members  of  the  Epifcopal 
Church  in  Scotland.  He  ftated  the  principles  which  had 
governed  that  body  in  their  condu£l  heretofore  with  refpcft 
to  their  political  opinions  relative  to  the  fucceffion  to  the 
throne  of  thefe  realms,  and  the  motives  on  which  thev  had 
difiered  in  Certain  eflential  points,  both  from  the  Kirk  of 
Scotland,,  and  from  the  forms  of  the  cftabliflied  religion  of 
Ehglandy  efpectally  with  regard  to  their  not  conforming  to 
ufe  the  prayer  for  the  King  and  the  Royal  Family,  till  at 
length  they  had  thought  themfelves  warranted  to  pray  for 
the  Royal  Family.  He  ftated  alfo  that  notwithftanding  all 
their  former  difFercnce  of  opinion,  fl'om  the  ritual  and  rule  of 
worfbip,  eftabliflied  both  in  Scotland  and  in  England,  they 
had,  on  a  late  occaHon,  concurred  cordially  in  that  unifor- 
mity of  fentiment  which  had  obvioufly  imprefled  the  whole 
kingdom,  and  with  joy  imitated  the  example  of  all  their  fel- 
low fubjefts  by  iin  ardent  and  zealous  expreflion  of  the  moft 
loyal  and  greatful  fenle  of  heart^felt  fatisfaflion  on  the  reco- 
very of  His  Majefty  frt)m  his  late  illnefs.  Mr.  Dundas  men* 
tinned  the  various  feVerities  and  reftraints  impofed  upon  the 
Epircopai  Church  of  Scotland  by  different  ftatutes,  declaring 

that 
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that  all  for  which  be  wifhed  by  thebill  he  meant  to  move  for, 
was  to  give  the  members  of  the  Epifcopal  Church  of  Scotland 
the  fame  degree  of  toleration  in  matters  of  religious  opinion, 
which  was  enjoyed  by  every  other  fpecies  of  Proteftant  Dif- 
{enters.  Mr.  Uundas  concluded  with  moving,  ^*  That  leav|i 
"  be  given  to  bring  in  a  bill  for  granting  relief  to  Padors  or 
«  Minifters,  and  Lay  Perfons  of  the  Epifcopal  Communioa 
"  in  Scotland." 

The  Houfe  then  refolved  itfclf  into. a  Committee,  to  tale 
the  faid  motion  into  confideration,  (Sir  Henry  Hogbton  in 
the  chair)  when 

Mr.  Dempjier  rok  to  fecond  the  motion  of  Mr.  J>unda&,  Mr. 
and  ai&gned  as  a  two  fold  reafon  for  fupporting  the  propod-  Dcmpftcr. 
tion,  firft,  his  general  deflre  to  have  univerfal  toleration  pre- 
vail, \nd  next  his  conviflion,  that  110  defer jp tion  of  His 
Majefty's  fubjeAs  either  entertained,  or  had  mewn  a  more 
fmcere^  ardent,  and  loyal  attachment  to  the  perfon  and  family 
.of  the  prefent  Sovereign. 

The  Committee  came  to  a  refolution  to  move  lor  a  bill, 
and  the  Chairman  was  ordered  to  rcpdrt  accordingly. 

The  Houfe  being  refumed,  the  report  was  mad^  and 
leave  given  to  bring  in  the  bill. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

The  Houfe  having,  on  the  motion  of 'Captain  Berkeley, 
refoJved  itfelf  into  a  Committee  on  the  County  Election  bil|, 
Mr.  Phelips  in  the  chair, 

Mr.  fVhitbread  adverting  to  occurrences  during  the  laft  MrWhitif 
general  elefiion  for  the  County  of  Bedford,  obferved  l-hat     bretcU 
they  were  proofs  of  the  neceffity  for  making  fome  provifion 
to  define  and  determine  the  extent  of  the  power  of  the  Sheriff 
in  cafes  of  election.     Having  gone  through  the  detail,  he 
moved  for  leave  to  bring  up  a  claufe.  calculated  to  anCwer  t.hp    ' 
^d  propofed. 

This  was  oppofed  by  Sir  James  Erlkine,  on  the  ground 
that  the  claufe  in  queftion  was  irrelevant  to  the  general  pur- 
port of  the  bill,  and  could  only  be  proper  in  a  bill  which  ejoac- 
ted,  that  a  Regifter  of  the  Freeholders  Aipiild  ^e  kept. 

Captain  Berkeley  begged  leave  to  call  to  the  recoiled  ion  of  Cspcaift 
the  Committee  the  fpecial  grounds  on  which  the  prefent  bill  Berkeley, 
had  been  brought  in;  and  he  added  that,  in  his  opinion,  it 
included  every  point  which. wasaf^ually  neceifary  towards  the 
attainmentoi  its  obje^.  As  the  claufe,  therefore,  which  the 
honourable  gentleo^an  wifhed  to  bring  forward,  would  rather 
be  more  properly  introduced  in  the  other  bill  intended 
to  be  brought  in  the  next  feffion^  in  which  it  would  be  pro- 
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/pofed  that  a  rcglftcr  fhoald  ^e  kept;  he  hoped  the  honour- 
able gentleman,  for  the  prefent,  would  withdraw  his  claufe. 
Mr.  Mr.  Drake  conceived  that  it  would  be  much  more  arvife- 

Drake,     able  to  poilpone  the  introdu£lioh  of  the  claufe,  till  another 
bill  fhould  be  l>efore  the  Houfe. 

U{3on  the  queflion  being  put,  the  claufe  was  negatived, 

Ihe  bill  having  been  gone  through,  was  ordered  to  be  re- 
ported upon  the  morrow. 
MV.  Mr.  Marjham  begged  leave  to  trefpafs,  for  fome  moments, 

Maxiham.  upon  the  patience  and  the  attention  of  the  Houfe,  whilft  he 
obferved  to  them  that  a  paper  had  been  juft  betore  put  into 
his  hands,  containing  a  paragraph*  which,  if  the  word  "  fpi- 
rit"that  occurred  in  it,  was  meant  in  the  fenfe  in  which  he 
tinderilood  it.  was  a  grofs  an(^  fcandalous  libel  on  that  Houfe. 
Mr.  Marfham  flattered  himfelf,  that  during  the  lime  that 
he  had  fat  in  that  Houfe,  no  man  could  accufe  him  of  having 
been  forward  to  find  fault  with  printers,  or  to  aft  as  if  he 
were  in  any  way  an  enemy  *o  the  liberty  of  the  prefs.  N6 
'man  wiftieci  it  more  fincerely  well  than  he  did,  beciufe  no 
man  was  more  thoroughly  fatisficd,  that  a  free  prefs  was  ef- 
fential  to  the  very  exiftence  of  the  Conflitution  ;  but,  there 
was  a  clear  diftindtion  between  liberty  and  licentioufnefs, 
and  the  former  could  not,  perhaps,  be  moreefFedlually  fup- 
ported,  than  by  checking  and  punidiing  every  inflance  of  the 
latter.  He  hoped,  therefore,  that  as  long  as  he  had  the  ho- 
nour to  hold  a  feat  in  that  Houfe,  he  fhould  hdve  fpirit 
enough  to  (land  up  an  advocate  for  its  dignity,  and  to  move 
a  profecution  againft  any  perfon  who  fliould  prefume  to  libel 
its  pioceedings. 

The  paragraph  in  queftion  was,  in  bis  opinion,  a  dire£l 
attack  on  the  dignity  of  that  Houfe,  and  a  daring  attempt  to 
degrade  and  difgrace  them  in  the  eyes  of  the  people  of  Eng* 
land.  He  truitpd,  therefore,  that  the  Houfe  would  order 
the  Attorney  General  to  profecute  the  printer  of  the  paper 
which  contained  it,  and  which  wa>s  "  The  World"  of  that 
.  morning.  Mr.  Marfham  read  the  paragraph  to  the  Houfe, 
in  the  following  words  : 

**  Mr.  Haftings-s  trial  is  to  bt?  ppt  pflF  tp  another  feffion, 
**  unlefs  the  Lords  have  fpirit  enough  to  put  qn  end  to  fd 
**  ihameful  a  hufmefs.'' 

1  he  paper  was  handed  to  the  table,  and  the  paragraph  com^ 
plained  of  read  in  form. 

While  the  motion  was  drawing,  Mr.  Marfham  farther  re- 
iparked,  that  4$  the  meafure  which  he  now  embraced,  was 
purffed  upon  tbe  fpur  of  indignation,  and  immediately  after 
the  paper  hjd  been  p^t  into  his  hands,  it  was  no  wonder  that 
what  was  neceilary  to  be  done  by  him  was  not  properly  di- 
gefltd.     Upon   fc^ond  thoughts^  he  believed,  that  it  would 

bo 
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be  more  regular,  previous  to  voting  tl)j»  ddrefs  to  His  Ma- 
jefty,  for  the  Houfe  to  ccnie  to  .9  rerolutioa  that  |Jm  faid 
paragraph  contained  matter  of  a  fcandalous  and  libellous  na* 
tuie,  highly  refl-:£ling  on  the  proceedings  of  that  Houfc. 

This  heing  generally  afTenced  to,  Mr.  Marfliam  iDoved 
the  refolucion ;  and  added,  that  the  libel  was  fo  fcandalous 
and  infulting,  that  he  was  perfuaded  every  gentlennan  muft  • 
feel  with  him  that  degree  of  indignation  which  fuch  an  at« 
tack  on  the  htiiiour  and  dignity  of  the  Houfe  muft  necelTarily    • 
excite.     It  was  not,  in  fa£l,  a  queftion  of  that  or  the  other 
Cdeof  the  Houfe^  but  a  queftion  which  concerned  them  all ;     . 
and  he  flattered   himfeif  that   he  had  the  Houfe  with  him» 
when  he  moved,  "  That  the  Attorney  General  be  ordered 
"  to  proffcute  the  printer  ar^d  puhlifher  of  the  paper;**  or, 
which  he  believed  was  more  regular,  "  That  an  humble  ad» 
"  drefs  be  prefented  to  His  Majefty,  defiring  that  His  Ma- 
^^  jefty  would  be  gracioufly  pleafed  to  order  his  Attorney 
'^  General  to  profecute  the  printer  and  publiflier  of  the  pap^r 
"  in  queftion.*' 

Mr.  Burki  declared,  that  al!  perfons  muft  perceive  the  pro-  Mr.Burk^ 
prifty  of  the  motion  of  hit  honourable  friend,  and  every  man 
muft  cordially  concur  in  it.  He,  for  one,  felt  hurt  at  being, 
from  day  to  day,  ftiewn  thefe  fcandalous  paragraphs  and  grofs 
mitVeprefentations  of  the  proceedings  in  that  Houfe,  both  in 
Weilminfter  Hall  and  within  thofe  walls.  At  the  fame  time, 
no  man  living  could  wifli  more  than  he  did  that  the  Public 
Should  have  a  faithful  account  of  all  public  proceedings.— 
Kvery  thing  of  a  judicial  nature  efpecially  ought  to  be  tranf-   ^  ^ 

aded  in  the  public  eye^  ?nd  where  it  could  not  be  done  in 
the  public  eye,  it  ought  to  meet  the  public  ear,  which  could 
only  he  offeiSled  by  fuflTering  accounts  of  what  had  pafled  to 
go  forth  into  the  world ;  but  then,  thofe  accounts  ought  to 
be  candid,  difpaffionate,  and,  above  all,  true.  It  was  known 
by  every  man«  'that  the  publication  of  any  account  whatever 
ui  matters  at  iiTue  pendente  l.te^  was  ^n  irregular  and  impro- 
per proceeding)  but  there^had  b^-en,  in  the  paper  complained 
of,  accounts  publiflied,  which  were  not  only  irregular,  bqt 
in  the  higheft  degree  faWe  and  fcandalous.  He  always  felt 
feme  difficulty  in  decidifjpewhaf  ought  to  be  done  on  fuch 
occafions,  becaufe  every  man  muft  fee  thatthere  were  palpable 
diftindion^  l>etween  the  two  cafes  whjch  he  had  mentioned, 
Bnd  a  queftion  arofe,  whether  they  ought  to  punifh  thofe^ 
who,  without  any  mifreprefentation,  were  only  guilty  of  irre- 
gularity, for  that  irregularity,  as  well  as  thofe  who  added  the 
offence  of  mifreprefentation  and  rank  falfehood  to  that  of  ir- 
regurarity.  There  could  be  no  way  of  proceeding,  but  to 
put  a  ftop  to  fuch  publications  altogether,  and  to  publifli  an 
^oant  of  what  paired  ffom  day  to  day,  by  authority  pf  the    ^ 

Vol.  XXVI,  Mw    '        .  Couft, 
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Cdurt,  from  the  (hprt  hand  writei^^  notes,  which  would,  in 
his  mind,  be  netcher  pra<5licable  nor  pro^r.     Certainly,  if 
the  punctilios   refpefiing   matters  at  iiTue  wer($  carried    to 
their  utmoft  extent,  it  tVould  tend  to  fupprtfs  niuch  ufeful 
in'Orilfation.     At  the  fame  time,  he  muil  confefs,  tliat  it 
u^ds,  in  his  opinion,  better  upon  the  whole  that  the  Public 
fhould  receive  no' information  at  all,  than  information  which 
waf^  falfe.     He  hoj  edi^  therefore,  the  honourable  gentleman 
yrould  take  up  the  whole  body  of  mifrepreftntatiou  to  which 
be  had  alluded,  and  bring  all  the  libels  touching  the  trial 
before  a  Court  of  Juftice,     Mr.  Burke  added,  that  if  he  was 
apejrfon  rto  ways  concerned  in  the  fcene  of  alt  ion,  but'living 
at  a  diftance  in  the  country,  and  were  to  form  his  notions  of 
what  palled  in  that  Houfe  and  in  Weftminfter  Hall  from  the 
^xxounts  given  in  the  paper  complained   of,  he  Ihould  havp 
conceived  that  the  reverfe  of  what  happened  was  the  true 
ftdte  of  the  faft,  and  that  inftead  of  the  Houfe  taking  Mem- 
bers of  any  knowledge,  experience.  Or  ability,    to  zGl   as 
Managers  of  the  profecution,  it  might  be  fuppofpd  that  they 
had  fixed  upon  a  fet  of  ideot$,  the  greatefl  whlph  could  be 
found  in  all  the  wofld.  He  had  been  b^ckvyard  in  taking  any 
notice  of  thefe  irregularities,  becaufe,  as  far  as  regarded  hi m- 
felf,  he  had  beep  long  ufed  to  them,  and  defpifed  them,  being 
fatisfied  that  fuch  perfonal  attacks  as,  from  X\tt\t  to  time,  had 
been  made  on  the  Managers,  injured  no  perfon's  charafter^ 
when  made  fmgly,  but  when  Joined  to  a  grofs  falfification 
qf  fa(51s,  they  became  q:iore  feripus,  and  neceiHirily  called  fo;: 
proper  reprehenfi  on. 
Ma). Scott      Major  Scott  faid,  he  did  not  ri(e  tp  oppof^  the  original  mo- 
tion made  by  the  honourable  gentleman,  (Mr.  Marfham) 
but  to  obfervfs  upon  the  extenfion  pfopofed  by  the  right  ho- 
nourably gentleman  (Mr.  Burke.)     It  was,  undoubtedly,   to 
be  lamented,  that  the  trial  h^d  fpun  put  to  a  length  unknown 
in  any  criminal  profecution  in  this  of  any  pther  country, 
and  that  ther0  had  been  as  many  a<:countsof  it  as  there  were 
newfpapers.    But«  he  muft  aArm,  that  th^  paper  which  the 
right  honourable  gentleman  had  taxed  wjth  unfaipiefs,  con- 
tained a  very  impartial  accpuiit,  Intermixed  with  much  wit 
jind  humour,  and  with  a  poetical  defcription  of  fach  day^s 
proceedings,  whfch  was  read  by  men  pf  all  parties  and  de* 
fcriptions,   and   upi^^cfally  admired.     As  for  bimfelf,    he 
)iad  bcengroflly  mifreprefented,  bpt  he  did  not  mind  it,     He| 
^as  accufed  ot  what  h*  leaft  expe^ec*,  qf  giving  tin  willing 
evidfence,  or  fometbingljke  it;  whereas  the  fa6t  vvas,  hehac| 
anfwered  at  Very  great  length  e^ery  queAion  thjjt  was  put  to 
|lim  before  a  very  full  Court,  who  all  knew  that  the  aflertion 
•     yras  unfounded,  and  therefore  he  pafled  it  by  as  unwonhy  of 
notice.    The  Speaker  obfervihg,  that  the  prefent  cjueftion 
' ■■■*■•  ^a. 
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w;U9  a$  to  a  paragraph  which  fecmed  to  reflodl  on  the  Houti^ 
of  CooujiQiis,  to  that»  the  Major  faid,  h^  had  nooppofitioa 
to  give,  but  ihould  certainly  oppofe  any  e^tenfioo,  if  it  was 
propofed  agre^ly  to  the  right  honourable  gentleman  (Mr* 
fiarke's)  idea. 

The  Speaker  interrupted  the  Major,  by  defiring  hira  to  at-     The 
tend  to  the  motion,  to  which  his  argument  could  by  op  Spcaktr* 
means  apply. 

The  queftion  being  put  and  agreed*  to, 

Mr.  Afar/ham  rofe  to  move,  *'  That  an  humble  addrefs  he  Mr. 
**  prefented  to  His  Majefty,  begging  His  Majefty  gracioufly  Marihtm. 
*'  to  give  dire£lions  to  his  Attorney  General  to  proiecute  th^ 
"  printer  and  publiflier  of  the  paper."  Mr.  Mariham  con- 
fidered  the  paragraph  as  an  attack  on  the  privileges  of  that 
Hoafe,  by  complimenting  the  Lords  on  xbeir  fpirit,  and 
thereby  inCnvating  that  the  Houfeof  Commons  would  not 
execote  their  duty.  This,  as  a  Member  of  the  Houfe  of 
Coounons,  be  could  not  read  without  indignation,  but  he 
did  not  wiih  to  reprefs  any  effufions  of  genius  or  humour 
that  the  n^wfpapers  qiight  contain,  on  the  fubjeft  of  tlie 
trial.  To  the  paragraph  he  fhould  coniinp  himfelf,  and 
whenever  fuch  an  attack  was  made,  and  the  reprefentativ^g 
of  the  people  were  funk  in  the  people's  eye%  he  was  fure  it 
tended  to  change  the  confiitution,  and  as  that  could  not  be 
changed  but  for  the  worfe,  .he  hoped  that  he  ihould  always 
have  fpirit  enough  to  rife  as  he  had  done  that  day;  and  movp 
aprofecution. 

The  queflion  was  put  and  agreed  to,  nem.  con. 

Mr.  Bi*rke  having  previoufly  remarked,  that  certain  papers  Mr.jQurke 
meant  to  be  produced  as  matter  of  evidence  on  the  trial  ojf 
Warren  H^Alngs,  £fq.  had  been  moved  for  in  his  abfence 
from  thelloufe,  and  that  a  motion  had  likewife  been  made 
for  their  being  printed,  added,  that  the  abfence  of  the  Ma« 
nager$  migjit  either  be  occafioned  by  necefiary  relaxation^ 
to  enable  them  the  better  to  difcharge  the  duty.impofed  p^ 
them  by  the  Houfe,  or  in  reading  papers  and  preparing  evi- 
dence; (b  that  in  fatSt,  they  might  be  adlually  employed  i^ 
the  difcharge  of  their  duty  as  Managers,  when  they  appeared 
to  be  inattentive  to  tlie  public  concerns  which  were  ag4tat> 
ing  within  thofe  walls.  Mr.  HaAings,  as  foon  as  he  was 
aware  of  ;he  trial  coming  on,  Mr.  Burke  faid,  had  fent  ouc 
to  India  to  procure  acquittances,  or  what,  in  the  language 
of  the  country,  was  called  rofamnasy  or  panegyrics  on  th^ 
whol?  of  his  government  of  Bengal.  Thofe  roftnarufs  had 
lately  arrived,  and  it  appeared  to  him  rather  irregular,  that 
their  pro.'ludion  in  that  Houfe  fliould  be  ordered,  when*  a 
Cominittee  having  been  ajipoint^d  to  conduft  the  profecution 
and  trial  of  Mr.  Uaftings^  it  was  of  courfe  decided  that  all 
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papers  relative  to  the  fubjeA  be  referred  to  that  Committee. 
^    MV.  burke  confidered  the  produclion  of  the  papers  before  the 
Houfe  as  in  attempt  ^o  prejudice  the  minds  of  the  Members^ 
and  as  likely  to  give  an  idea  to  the  Public  that  there  was  no 
ground  of  validity  for  the  profecution,  and  that  tlie   Houle 
had  changed  its  mind  refpeSt'mg  it.     He  therefore  rofe,    to 
.  Jcnow  if)  by  ordering  the  papers,  the  Houfe  had  any  matter 
of  ground  to  warrant  any  change  of  opinion  refpeAing   the 
trial }    and  he  declared,  that  as,  in  his  opinion,  there  was 
dearly  a  fettled  plan  without  doors,  by  corrupting  theprefs, 
to  miilead  the  Public,  to  inftil  faife  notions  into  their  minds 
^  refpefling  the  whole  proceeding,  the  Houfecould  not  be  too 
cautious  in  guarding  againft  raihly  and  unadvifedly  confent- 
ing  to  any  motion  for  papers  refpediing  it. 
'5Plie  The  Sf^^^i^r  obferved,  that  for  the  prefervation  of  itsdig* 

Speaker,  nity,  and  the  rgulari  y  of  the  proceedings  of  the  Houfe,  it 
was  necefTary  for  gentlemen  to  guard  as  much-  as  poffible 
aeainft  furprize.  1  he  honourable  Member,  who  moved  on 
Monday  tc  have  the  papers  printed,  which  he  had  moved  for 
on  a  preceding  day,  he  (the  Speaker)  had  afked  him,  if  the 
right  honourable  gentleman  had  been  apprized  of  his  having 
moved  for  any  fuch  papers,  and  of  his  intention  to  move 
that  they  be  printed  ?  when  the  honourable  Member  t^d  af- 
fured  him,  that  there  was  no  objed^ion  to  his  having  them, 
and  that  he  had  apprized  the  right  honourable  gentleman  of 
both  motions.  The  Speaker  trufled^  therefore,  that  the 
Houfe  would  give  him  credit  for  having  attended  as  far  as  in 
him  My  to  the  difcharge  of  his  duty. 

Mr.Burke  Mr.  Burke  begged  the  Speaker  and  the  Houfe  to  believe, 
that  hphad  not  the  fmallcft  idea  of  imputing  negle£t  of  duty 
to  the  Chair. "  No  perfon  in  the  Houfe  could  conceive  the 
leaft  cenfure  againft  the  Speaker.  He  had  done  his  duty  as 
far  as  a  Speaker  could,  and,  Mr.  Burke  faid,  he  hoped  the 
•Speaker  would  think  that  he  had  the  candor  and  the  juftice 
to  make  no  reflection  whatever  on  his  condud  ;  he  meant  no 
charge  againft  any  petfon;  all  he  intended  was,  to  ftate.that 
he  had  not  had  any  information  of  the  papers  having  been 
moved  for  till  thar  morning,  when  he  had  received  a  letter 
in  the  country  on  the  fubjedt,  from  a  Member  of  that 
Houfe. 

Maj.Scott  ^<Iajor  Scott  obferved,  that  although  there  was  no  queftion 
before  the  Houfe,  it  was  incumbent  upon  him  to  explain 
the^motiy^es  for  the  motion  which  he  had  made.  A  right  ho- 
nourjMe  gentleman  (Mr.  Burke)  in  his  firft  fpeech  in  Weft- 
minfter  Hall,  had  faid,  that  the  Commons  meapt  to  pro- 
duce, as  their  firft  evidence,  certain  documents  that  had  been 
transmitted  by  the  Governor  General  and  Council  from  Ben- 
gal relative  to  Mr.  Haftings,    The  Houfe  knew  that  this 
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was  the  iealbn  when  the  Indiatt  budget  was  opened.  Tt  was 
hn  opinion,  founded  on  long  local  knowledge,  and  very  dt- 
ligent  inquiry,  that  Bengal  never  had  been  fo  well  governed 
as  under  the  Britifh  Adminiftraiion.  In  this  opinion  he  was 
confirmed  by  thebeft  authorities^  and  whenever  he  met  with 
documeotf  which  tended  to  confirm  this  opinion,  he  would 
do  his  utmoft  to  bring  them  forward.  1  o  this  point  ths 
teftimoniaN  and  addr«iles  tranfmittied  home  from  Bengal  re- 
btive  to  Mr.  Mailings  rooft  particularly  went,  and  therefore^ 
as  foon  as  he  had  penifed  them,  he  determined  to  move  for 
them  on  the  grounds  be  had  ftated.  He  fhewed  his  motion 
to  a  right  honourable  gentleman  in  this  Houfe  before  he  made 
it,  but  he  did  not  conceive  there  was  the  leaft  neceffity  to 
communicate  it  to  the  honourable  Manager,  hecaufe  that 
gentleman  hjtd  fo  explicitly  declared  that  he  fliould  himfelf . 
adduce  them  in  evidence;  hut,  on  Friday,  after  the  motion 
was  carried,  it  wasoblerved  in  converfation  that  no  Manager 
was  prefent.  He  therefore  had,  the  next  day,  written  a  let- 
ter to  the  right  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  b'urke)  inform- 
ing him  that  he  believed  the  teAihionials  would  be  prefented 
on  Monday,  and  that  he  (hould  move  for  their  being  printed, 
telling  hiin,  at  the  fame  time,  that  as  he  had  fo  explicitly  de- 
clared his  intention  tt>  give  them  in  evidence,  he  (hould  not 
himfelf  have  thought  fuch  a. notice  necefTary,  if  the  abfencc 
of  all  the  Managers  had  not  been  remarked.  This  letter  he 
lent  by  a  meflenger  on  Saturday  to  the  right  honourable 
gentleman's  houfe  in  town,  not  knowing  he  was  in  thecoun* 
try,  nor  fuppofing  that  he  would  not  have  left,  orders  with 
his  fervants  to  forward  letters  to  him,  which|  the  Major  faid, 
was  always  his  own  practice.  When,  therefore/  he  made 
his  motion  for  printing,  on  Monday,  he  conceived  he  had  a 
right  to  inform^he  Speaker  that  he  had  informed  the  Mana- 
ger of  his  intention,  and  on  the  Friday,  while  in  the  Com- 
mittee of  ihut  flave  trade,  he  had  told  other  honourable  gen- 
tlemen who  were  Maiiagen,  that  he  (hould  move  for  the 
printing  the  papiirs  as  foon  as  they  came,  upon  the  fame  prin- 
ciple. He  had  TAoved  for  another  paper  yefterday,  and 
ihould  continue,  pluvious  to  the  budget,  to  move  for  every 
paper  which  tended  to^ihew  the  adual  ftate  of  Bengal  now, 
and  for  many  years  pad  ;* hecaufe  he  conceived  it  of  infinite 
importance  to  the  honour  of  this  nation,  to  corred  all  the 
erroneous  accounts  which  he  had  heard  there  and  elfewhere, 
relative  to  the  ad^ual  (late  of  Bengal  and  its  dependencies. 

Mr.  Bvrif  anfwered,  that  he  (hould  flill  contend  that  it  Mr.Burke 
was  clear,  |hat  he  had  not  had  notice,  fent  him  till  after  the 
notion  for  the  papers. 

Mr.  Chancellor  Piit  obferved,  that  as  the  honourable  gen-  Mr.  Pitt, 
tleman,  he  believed,  alluded  to  bim^  he  wifhed  to  fpeak  to  a 
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h^.  He  did  npt  imagine  tb^t  %\\e  pro^umcn  and  printinjet 
pf  thofe  Pf^pers  could  go  very  materiiiUy  to  produce  the  rail- 
chiefs  which  the  right  honourable  gentleman  over  the  w^ay 
dreaded.  The  honourable  gentleman  certainly  had  mention- 
ed the  motion  to  him,  ^nd  the  obje£^  for  which  he  mpved 
fpr  t^eip,  and  the  honourable  gentleman  vfould  recolle£^  that 
he^  at  the  time,  had  expreiled  him felf  rather  againilthe  pro* 
ducing  the  papers ;  but  as  the  honourable  gentleman  appeared 
toconceiveih^t  they  ^yould  throw  light  on  the  bufinefs  of 
the  In  iian  hudger,  he  had  qonfented  to  the  motion.    ' 

TheL  Houfe  having,  upon  motion,  refolved  itfelf  ioto  9 
Con)mittee  of  the  whole  Houfe,  to  take  into  c#nfidera^ion 
the  duties  on  tobacco,  and  tl>e  feveral  papers  upon  thje  tahl^ 
having  been  r^fertej  tp  the  Committee,  Mr.  Gilbert  took  his 
feat  at  the  tfihle. 
Mr^  Pitt.      Mr*  Chancellor  Pitt  tryfted,  that  notwithftanding  the  ex* 
treme  importance  of  the  point  to  which  he  wifhed  to  call  the 
atteiition  of  the  Committee,  he  need  not  take  up  much  of 
their  tj me  ^t  prefent,  fmce  there  would  be  vai'ious  fuhfe- 
quent  ftages'of  the  bufir?ef$  that  would  afford  fufficient  op- 
portunity for  difcu^on  and  detail,  and  a  few  words  would 
ferve  to  fati^fy  gentleman,  that   the  refolutipo  he  meant  to 
co.nc(u4e  with  was  proper.     The  a^rtjcle  of  tobacco  was  a 
cpnfiderable  obje£b  of  the  revenMe ;  ^nd  under  the  prefent 
regulations  and  duties,  ;i  great  article  of  fmuggling :  iqdeed, 
it  was  the  only  important  article  that  could  be  confidered  as 
the  fmuggler%  ilgple,  fince  the  regulations  that  had  of  late 
years  taken  place  in  regard  to  teas,  wines,  and  fpirits.    Mr. 
ritt  fummarily  il;^ted  the  great  inducements  that  were  held 
out  to  thefmuggler  to  deal  in  this  article,  fuch  as  the  very 
low  pric^  of  its  primp  coft  coippared  with  the  amount  of  the 
duty,  ^c.  whifch  iifForded  an  ample  premium  to  iUipit  tra-> 
d^rs,  and  enticed  them  to  carrv   on  their  traffic  to  a  very 
great  extent,  to  the  material  detriment  of  the  revenue,  And 
the  ^ual  injvry  of  the  fair  trader.    Atleaft  one  half  of  the 
tobacqp  co.nfvi^ed  in  the  kingdom  wa?  Usivmied*    It  had,  hf 
obferv.ed,  been  computed,  when  the  alte^iition  w«$  propofed 
on  teas,  that  the  quantity  of  tea  annuj^iy  imported  i"  Great 
Britain,  amounted  to  twelve  piillioi)^  of  ppunds;  but  it  had 
fince  turned  out  that  much  more  was  the  real  amount  of  the 
quantity  impprte^^     It  had  generally  been  thought  that  the 
quantity  of  tob.9PCo  jbore  a  toldrably^near  proportion  to  the 

Jiuantity  of  tea,  and  uppn  inquiry,  it  turned  out  to  be  the 
adl.  The  merchants  of  Glafgow,  who  were  intelligent 
men,  and  converfant  on  the  fubje£^,  were  of  optnioni  that 
not  lefs  than  twelve  millions  of  pounds  of  tobacco  were  an- 
nually imported  into  the  kingdom,  and  upon  application  to 
the  feveral  traders  in  that  article  in  Itondon,  they  had  thought 
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that  the  iiApGrta<fi6n  ii^asimich  greater,  an^  that  it  amounted 
to  nearly  fixteen  milHons,  bui   to  fourteen,  at  le^ft.     1  he 
aelaal  legal  importation,  he  declared,  had  been  on  the  ave* 
rage  eftioiated  at  feven  millions,  and  the  lafl  year,  perhaps, 
it  would  be  juftifiable  tp  eflimate  ait  raore^  fo  that  there  was 
from  five  to  feven  millions  of  tobacco  extraordinary  ufed 
every  year,  without  the  payment  of  any  duty,  and  to , the 
injury  of  the  revenue^  to  the  amount  of  nearly  three  Hun- 
dred thonfand  a  year,  as  the  duty  on  each  million  of  pounds 
was  lixty  thottfand  pounds.     Sdch  being  the  date  of  the  cafe, 
the  Houfe  would,  doubtlefs,  agree,  that  it  was  not  more  his 
immediate  duty,  confidering  the  fituation  in  which  he  had 
the  honour  to  ftand,  to  endeavour  to  improve  the  public  re- 
venue, by  the  iuppreffion  of  frauds,  than  it  was  their  indlf- 
pfnfabje  duty  to  affifl,  as  far  as  human  prudence  could  ad- 
mit, by  providing  fuch  rejgulations  as  were  moft  liktl-y  to 
repair  the  lofs  the  revenue  had  fuflained»  and  prevent  its 
fullaining  that  lofs  any  longer.     With  this  view,  it  had  ap- 
peared to  him,  that,  under  the  prefent  circumflances,  the 
moll  probable  means  of  effe<5ling  the  end  propofeJ,  would 
be  to  change  the  greater  part  of  the  duty  upon  tobacco  from 
cuftoms  to  excife,  and  to  fubjedt  the  manufaflurers  of  to- 
bacco to  the furvey  of  excie.     Mr.  Pitt  fpjke  of  the  fupe* 
rior  advantages  refuUing  from  this  latter  plan,  and  faid,gen- 
ttemen  muft  be  aware  how  much  fironger  the  check  of  takings 
flock  was,  than  th^t  of  merely  coUedling  the  dutv  on  im- 
portation in  the  (iril  inftance.     The  peculiar  benefit  bfthis 
plan  bad  been  exemplified  \n  a  recent  inflance,  in  the  article 
pfwine,  in  which,  although  we  had  not  a  fair*  trial,  becaufe 
the  lowering  of  the  duties  had  taken  place  fo  fhortly  after 
the  regulation,  yet  a  very  great  and  obvious  increafe  of  the 
legal  fale  of  ^ine  had  been  obtained.     He  fia-ed  particularly 
what  had  been  the  quantity  of  tons  of  wine  paid  duty  for, 
Antecedent  to  the  excife  regulation,  (13,000  tons;)  what  the 
increafe  bad  been  after  the    regulation   h;id  taken  eSe&i 
(iSjOOO  tons ;)  and  what  the  additional  increafe  Gnce  the  dur 
ties  on  wines  were  lowered,  (22,000  tons.)     He  touched 
ttpon  the  obje£tions  which  might  poffibly  be  made  to  the  re- 
gulations he  Qiould  propofe,  by  the  manufadiurers;  and  faid,> 
though  be  hoped  that  the  majority  of  thofe  who  called  thein- 
felyes  fair  trader^  and  indeed,  by  far  the  greateft  part  of  thetn 
were  what  they  called  then^felves;  yet  there  were  probably 
iome  mnnofa£^qrers  >vho{e  chara£ters  and  coridufl  were  not 
quite  clear  of  fufpicion,  on  tlic  fcore  of  encouraging  fmug- 
gling,  and  whofe  prejvidices,  founded  in  felf-ihterefl,  might 
induce  them  to  obje£k  to  the  regulations,  and  to  defirie  to    * 
be  heard  agai«{l  them.     If  any  fuch  application  fhould  be 
fp^  the  'Houfe  undoubted/  would  lii&cn  to  every  thing 
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th^t  could  be  urged  with  patience  and  with  candour ;  but 
they  would  recolleifly   that  arguments  coming  from  perfons, 
circunfidanced  as  he  had  defcrihed,  ought  to  be  received  with 
fi  me  alloW^ance,  and  that  the  allegations  of  thofe  moft  like- 
ly to  be  qiaAers  of  (he  whole  fubje<^,  were  not  always  to 
be  relied  on  implicitly,  fince  when  the  regulations  on  wine 
were  propofed,  they  had  men  at  the  bar,  who  had  faid  con- 
fidently and   roundly,    that,  under  fuch  reflrid^ions,  they 
could  not  carry  on  their  trade.     The  Houfc,  at  that  time, 
.    thought  their  reafoning  infufficient,  and  tried  the  experi- 
ment, and  the  refult  had  been,  that  the  trade  had  increaied 
to  an  alloniflung  degree.     Mr.  Pitt  ftated,  that  t^o  ways  o£ 
endeavouring  to  drive  the  fmuggler  out  of  the  market  were 
obvious ;  the  firft  oi  thefe  was  by  lowering  the  duty  fo  as  to 
deprive  the  fmuggler  of  all  chance  of  continuing  the  traffic 
with  any  degree  of  fuccefs.     This  he  thought  ratliet  too  ha- 
zardous an  experiment  to  be  ven'ured  upon,  becaufe  the 
revenue  already  derived  from  tobacco  was  too  confiderable  in 
amount  to  be  lightly  given  up,  and  therefore  he  had  choieii 
the  lefs  dangerous  mode  of  changing  the  duty  from  the  cuf- 
loms  to  the  exfcife,  and  of  applying  the  iulduional  check  of 
the  excife  furvey.     He  concluded,   by  obferving,  that  there 
woul  ^  bf  ample  opiiortun'ties  for  difcuffing  the  fubject  more 
at  large  in  the  fubf^(juent  ilages  of  the  bufinefs,  and  men- 
tioned, that  the  new  duty  would  be  nineprnce  in  the  pound 
excife,  and  fsx  pence  cuftoms.     He  moved,  as  the  firft  of 
feveral  refolutions,  '^  That  the  exiting  duties*  on  tobacco  be 
^  repealed."' 

The  fdVera!  refolutions  were  agreed  to,  and  the  Report 
ordered  to  be  made  upon  the  morrow* 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

fVednefhjy  i  ph  June. 

Mr.  Grey  gave  notice  that,  on  a  future  day,  he  would 
move,  that  an  account  O.ould  be  ^aid  before  the  Houfe,  of 
the  fleps  taken  by  lus  Majefty's  Attorney  General,  in  con- 
fccjucnce  of  the  vote  of  that  Houfe,  refpedling  the  profecu- 
trons  diredied  ro  be  indituted  againA  certain  printers,  during 
the  preceding  fcfiion. 

The  Report  of  the  Committee  appointed  to  coniiderof 
the  tobacco  duties,  having  been  brought  up  by  Mr.  Gil- 
bert, 
y^^^  Mr.  Vyner  declared,  that  he  could  not  avoid  exprelfing  his 

Vyncr.  aflonifl  ment,  that  nt  a  time  when  the  right  honourable  gen- 
tleman the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  boafted  of  the 
profperous  and  flourifliing  flate  of  the  finances  of  the  country, 
be  ihould  be  impelled  to  adopt  a  meafjre  whi<«:  was  not  lefs 
(lefpotic  than  rLJnous  \x\  its  confequences  to  a  numerous 

* '      '  9|af^ 
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d^fs  of  finj  Uaders*  If  the  Houfe  did  not  coincide  with  him 
in  thefe  fentiments,  he  would  take  upon  him  to  aTow,  that 
a  ^reat  number  of  faoneft  and  great  commercial  charaAers 
had,  after  much  communication  with  them  concemin|^  th^ 
bttfinefs,  agreed  with  him  in  what  he  had  aflerted. 

Alderman  JNiwnbam  thought,  that  in  a  time  of  profound  Mr.  AM. 
peace,  it  was  extremely  arbitrary  to  extend  the  excife  laws.  NcwaIua 
At  all  times,  it  was  unpopular.  The  plan  was  calctilated  to 
opprefs  individuals,  and  could  not,  as  differing  in  its  nature^ 
be  eftimated  according  to  what  might  have  bsen  the  benefit 
refultiog  frpm  the  right  honourable  gentleman's  regulations 
in  the  wine  trade,  which,  he  would  take  upon  him  to  prove, 
were  over-rated.  In  conclufion,  the  Alderman  defired  to  be 
informed,  upon  what  day  the  bill  would  be  introduced  } 

Mr.  Chancellor  Piit  anfwered,  that  he  defigned  to  bring  Mr.  Flu. 
in  the  bill  upon  the  enfuing  Friday,  and  to  move  to  have  it 
connnitte  i  for  the  vionday  following. 

Mr*  Alderman  Niwnham  (aid,  that  he  thought  the  time  ^^'  ^ 
too  ibort.  riewnham 

Mr.  Chancellor  P/«  replied,  that  tlie  bill,  with  alterations,  Mr.  Pitt. 
had  been  lent  to  all   the  chief  manufadurers  of  tobacco. 
Th^  common  principles  of  the  bill,  he  faid,  they  were  in 
po£E:ffion  of  thefc  twelve  months  paft* 

The  Houfe  refolved  itfetf  into  a  Committee,  Mr.  Vyner 
in  the  chair,  011  the  Rabbit  Bill. 

M  r.  Wtibari  Ellis  obfcrved,  that  the  depredations  commit-  Mr.  Wel- 
led on  warrens,  which  were  not  legal,  and  there  were,  he  bort£Ui«» 
(aid,  a  great  many,  becaufe  no  Royal  licence  for  a  warren 
had  been  taken  out  fince  the  days  of  James  the  Firft,  were 
punifliable  at  the  peril  of  the  Magiftrate,  who  was  fan£iioned 
bj  no  a&  of  Parliament  for  that  purpofe.  Thefe  depredations 
were  therefore  frequent.     To  remedy  thWe,  the  prefent  bill  # 

was  brought  in.  He  propofed  a  claufe  to  place  under  legal 
proteiE^ion,  9II  warrens  down  to  the  value  of  ten  pounds. 

Mr.  Hujfey  contended,  that  if  no  Royal  licence  had  been      Mr* 
granted  fince  the  reign  of  James  the  Firft,  no  legal  warrens   Buflcy. 
exifted,  either  in  law  or  in  fa^,  at  preient. 

Mr.  Wtlberforce  thought,  that  inftead  of  ten  pounds,  the  Mr.  WiU 
blank  ought  to  be  filled  up  with  forty  or  fifty  pounds  9  year*  bcrfbrss^ 

The  Houfe  divided  on.theclauii;. 

For  it,  29;   Againftit,  |2.    Majority  1 7» 

The  H»ufe  adjourned. 

A  petition  was  prefented  by  Mr  ShcriflF  Curtis  agaiwftthe 
dd>tors  and  creditors  bill,  from  the  Lord  Mayor,  iildermen^ 
and  Common  Council  of  the  city  of  Londoou 

The  ft  me  haying  been  read  at  tl^  t^tbl^ 

Vat*  XXVI.  Na      ^  Mr. 
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Mr.  Mr.  Surges  begged  leave  to  remind  the  Houfe,  that  he  un- 

Burges.  .dcrilood  that  tie  |)ttitioners  objected  to  the  bill  as  it  flood  at 
^refent,  on  account  of  iuat  part  of  it  which  enadlec],  that 
the  expence  of  the  maintenance  of  the  debtors  inculred  by 
the  county  of  MidJlefex  and  the  city  of  London,  Ihould  hi 
borne  by  the  city  ;  whereas,  in  the  opinion  of  the  petitioners, 
either  the  city  iljoutd  be  empowered  to  make  a  county  rate, 
or  adiftirflion  and  dlvi(ion  of  the  expence  fo  accruing  ought 
to  be  made,  and  that  part  of  it  which  belonged  propeily    to 
^the  county,  ought  to  fa  1    n  the  county,  and  that  otherpart 
incurred  by  the  cUy»  fhould  be  borne   and  defrayed  hv  the 
city.  .  The  petitioners,  therefore,  wilhed  to   have  a  claule, 
or  clSufes  infeited  to  provide  accordii  g!y.      1  his  Mr  Burges 
"»  thought  perf' flly  reafonable,  i^nd   coniequentlv    could  have 

no  objct^ion  to  putting  off  the  Committee  to  a  future  day,  in 
order  to  afford  the  city  leifute  for  the  preparation  of  tneir  in- 
tended cLiufes. 

The  order  of  the  day  was  then  read  for  tbe  Houfc  to  re- 
folve  into  a  Committee  on  the  debtors  and  creditors  bill,  and 
the  fame  was,  upon  motion,  difcharged,  and  appointed  for 
the  enfuitig  Wejiipfday. 
'  Mr.Grey.      Mr.  Grey  remarked,  that  now   perceiving   the  Attorney 
•>  General  in  the  Houfe,  he  Ihould  beg  leave  to  call  upon  the 
right  lionourable  and  learned  gentleman,  and  alk  the  reaf  *n, 
'    --       '     why  certain  profecutions  for  libels,  ordered  by  that  Houfe, 
during  the  courfe  of  the   preceding   feflion,  had  not   bern 
brought  to  an  iffue?    He  could  affure  the  right  honourable 
.  and  learned  git^ntlc man,  that  he  meant  nothing  perfonal  againfl 
him  in  putting  thequeflion;the  tight  honourable  and  learned 
gentleman  had,  he  imagined,  good  renfons  to  give  why  the 
•  profecutions  in  queflion  had  ling  red  fo  long-  and  when  he 

heard  what  ihofe  reafons  were,  he  had  no  doubt  but  he  fliculd 
be  fully  fatisfied;  but  he  thought  it  right  for  the  Houfe  to 
watch  over  the  execution  of  its  dire£tions,  and  moil  efpecially 
where  profecutions  for  libels  were  ordered,   to  take  care  that 
fuch  profecutions  were  not  nugatory,  and  he  the  rather  em- 
braced that  op|)ortunity  of  putting  the  quefiion,  becaufe  he 
was  anxious  that  theprofecution  moved  for  againft  the  printer 
arid  publi^fher  cf  The  World   the  other  day,  fprorieofihe 
many  i^rofs  iiliels  on  the  Houfe  which  had  appeared  in  that 
paper,  tnight  be  carried  into  effeA,  and  the  printer  punifhed 
according  to  his  demerits. 
Attorney       The  jittamey  Gineriil  having  obferved  that  he  could  readily 
Genera^. .  fappofe  thar  the  honourable  gentleman   meant  nothing  per- 
.    fonal  to  him  in  his  inquiries,  added,  thatbefore he  proceeded 
to  arifwer  the  honourable  gentleman^s  queflion,  he  could  not 
avoid  <xpreffmg  his  wi(h,  that  prior  to  profecutions  for  li- 
bels being  moved  for  in  that  Houfe,  gentlemen  would  con- 

.    full 
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fult  rhofe  who,  from  their  profeffion  and  expcncrice,  were  ^* 

beftabir  to  ad  vile  tht-m,  how  far  'he  wifhed  tor  prdfecutioci 
mighi  be  pr«  per  and  prafVicaMe;  becaule.  tor  want  of  this  . 
neccflary  care  and  forefigM,  thofe  whoie  duty  it  was  to  carry 
on  Juch  prc'iecuiions,  were  fuhjedled  to  very  great  diHiculties 
m  the  conduct  of  them,  and  expofed  to  tlie  dangef  of  being 
dr feared  ;  and  he  trufted  that  .he  need  not  prels  upon  the 
Houle,  what  muft  be  obvious  to  every  gentJeman,  that  a  re- 
petition of  verdifts  for  defendants  upon  profecutions,  grdered^ 
by  thjt  Houfe,  would  tend  mort^  to  weaken  its  authority,  and  • 

dilgrace  it^  than  almoit  any  libel  whatfoeve-.     With  regard 
to  the  h'UOufable  gmtleman's  queAion,  tlie  honourable  gen«> 
Tleiran  would  reco  leA,  that  the  prolecurion  had  not  origi- 
nated while  he  held  his  prefent  office;  and  therefore  ^e  was 
not  anfwerable  for  its  condut^'t ;  not  that  he  meant  to  lay,  by 
any  means,  that  it  had  been  negle61ed.     One  of  the  caufes 
which  were  firft  moved  for,  had  been  put  in  regular  proceft. 
The  enrlieft  Hep  which  could  be  taken  was   in   Michaelmas' 
Term  Lft  ;  rteither  did  it  appear  poflible  to  bring  on  the  trial 
previoufly  to  the  fittings  after  term,  which  would  have  hap- 
pened early  in  December  lad.     At  that  time,  a  difficulty  had 
arifen.  fuchas  never  occurred  before  m  any  profeputron,  and 
fuch  as  made  him,  wit.i  the  concurrence  of  tive  orfixof  the 
moft   refpeflable  of  the  Crown   lawyers,    think  it  right  to 
paufea  little,  and  fee  how  the  difficulty  could  be  furmounted*     . 
At  the  fittings  after  the  next  term,  he  had  ftruck  a  fpecial 
jury,  and  the  trial  was  to  have  come  on  in  the  fecond  week 
of  fittings;  and  fittings,  gentlemen  would   recoHedV,  lafled 
but  fourteen  days,  Sundays  included.     On   the  Sunday,  a 
gentleman  ofc  nfiderable  weight  and  charafter  in  his  profef- 
fion, who  was  the  principal  counfel  for  the  defendant,  called 
upon  him,  and   told  him,  he  was  fo  m'  ch   indiipofed,  tlftit 
he  could  not  poffibly  attend  thetrul  on  Tuefday^  for  which 
reafon  he  wifhed  that  he  would  confent  to  p<>ftpone  it  to  the-  •  *   ^^ 
Thurfday ;  his  anfwer  had  been,   •<  That  he  would  readily 
**  accommodate  him  ih  his  propofition,  or  in  any  other  which 
"  did  not  render  it  imp  ffible  to  try  the  caufe  that  fittingsw" 
The  learned  gentleman  to  whom  he  had  alluded,  applied  to 
him  again  to  put  it  off  on  the  Thurfday,  when  he  had  declared 
himfelf  forry  to  be  obliged  tt>  refufe  his  concurrence,  and  to 
tell  his   le.irned  "brother,    that  though   a   fenfe  of  his  duJty 
would  not  fufFer  him  to  confent,  the  learned  counfel  migiit 
apply  to  the  C^^urt,  and  if,  after  hearing  his  realons  for  widi,- 
ing  to  defer  the  trial,  the  Court  fli  uld  grant  what  he  applied 
for,  he  (Mr.  Attornev)muftfubmit.     The  Court  did  grant 
thef  application,  and  this  conceffion  carried  the  caufe  over  IQ 
the  fittings  after  the  next  term,  that  piece^ling  the  prefeVit. 
Wb«n  he  lyas  preparing  for  trial,  then  the  Solicitors  to  the 

•  ii  n  ^  Trcafery 
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Treafory  ftnt  Mm  word,  that  the  meflengior  of  the  prefs  was 
in  the  Mid^lefex  hofpitaly  and  that  his  life  was  defpaired  of. 
The  meQenger  of  the  prefs  w;vs,  he  d  dared,  a  witnefs  with- 
out whom  he  could  not  ftir  a  fipgle  dep  in  the  caufe,  as  he 
was  to  prove  the  publication  ;  he  was  obligrdy  therefore,  to 
defift  from  trying  the  caufe  laft  fittings.  He  had  lately  (ent 
to  enquire  how  the  poor  man  was,  and  -he  underftood  that 
he  was  getting  better,  and  that  hopes  were  entertained  of  his 
ipeedy  recovery;  and  therefore  he  meant  to  apply  to  the 
Court,  to  appoint  one  of  the  lated  days  of  this  enfuing  iit^ 
tiDfi[S  for  trying  the  Qsmf^j  by  which  time  he  hoped  that  the 
inefleng^r  of  the  pref»  would  he  capable  of  coming  into 
Court*  In  conclufion>  the  Attorney  General  begged  leave 
toaflbrethe  Houfe^  th^t  they  inigijt  in  that  and  in  every 
other  iiiAa|ice»  depend  upon  every  exertion  being  made,  on 
his  part,  in  the  difchirge  of  his  duty,  in  the  cqndu^  of  any 
profecutions  carried  on  at  the  inftance  of  the  Houfe;  but  he 
could  not  help  again  fignifying  his  wi(h,  that  gentlemen 
would  not  hafiily,  and  on  the  fpur  of  indignation,  rife  and 
move  a  profecution  of  that  Houfe,  but  would  fupprefs  their 
fefentolent,  andconfider  well  the  whole  of  the  probable  con«> 
fequences  which  might' attend  a  profecution  before  they 
moved  it. 

ftxtOtfj*  Mr*  Gr^  declared  that  he  was  glad  that  fo  full  and  fatis* 
f^Ory  an  explanation  had  been  given  by  the  honourable  and 
learned  gentleman,  that  the  PobJic  might  fee,  that  the  pro? 
fecutions  ordered  Ia(l  feffion  had  not  been  forgotten,  but  had 
been  delayed  owing  to  unavoidable  caufes.  It  was  highly 
nece0arv,  Mr.  Grey  faid,  when  that  Houfe,  in  cafes  of  li* 
bel»  addrefied  the  Ctown  to  profecute,  that  the  profecution 
fliould  be  carried  qn  with  e^^,  s^nd  the  publiihers  of  the 
libels  purfued  to  puni(hrnent. 

|lr,9orU  Mr.  £irrA#  declared,  that  he  agreed  mod  perfefllywith 
the  honourable  and  learned  gentleman,  that  the  utmoft  cau** 
tson  Was  neceiTary  in  moving  for  profecutions  for  libels,  un* 
der  the  authority  of  that  Houfe,  and  that  repeated  verdiAs 
for  defendlints  in  the  trial  of  fuch  profecutions,  wopld  tend 
more  efFedually  to  weaken  their  authority^  and  degrade  their 
dignity,  than  the  publication  of  an  7  libel  noweyer  fianJerous. 
But  furely,  it  had  efca;  ed  the  honourable  and  teamed  gentle^ 
)nan,  that  the  right  honourab'e  gentleman  who  lately  fat  in 
the  chair  had  been  the  Member  who  moved  fot  the  profecu- 
tion in  queflion,  and  therefore,  as  he  was  in  habits  of  inti«' 
macy  with  the  Crown  lawyers,  it  mufi  be  fuppofed,  that 
the  right  honourable  gentleman  had  a£ted  with  the  greateft 
deliberation,  and  the  more  efpecially  as  the  motion  had  fubr 
-  lequently  received  the  fanSion  of  His  Majefty.  Motions 
fer  profecutiops  for  li(>els  in  th;it  Hoof<^  did  not  greatly  im« 

pr«f» 
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preft  his  rasmoiy ;  l>uc,  if  be  recollefled  rightly,  tfie  profis 
tution  :dhidied  to  wat  for  a  libel  againft  Sir  EHj  h  Impey^ 
i^ho  had  complained  of  the  newfpapers^  atid  called  upon  thtf 
Hoxife  to  proteA  him  from  their  flander.    Undotibtedlyi 
every  man  irhoir  condufb  was  under  inquiry  tiefore  that 
Hoiiie»  was  entitled  to  its  prate&iort.    It  was  his  due^  and 
he  had  ^  clbar  right  to  claim  it  j  but  he  neither  had^  nor  ev«r 
woutd  be  tht  man  to  advife  a  pror<$eutK>n  without  doors* 
The  Houfe  was  bound  to  defend  irs  fofemn  aOs,  and  to  guard 
rbem  from  ridicule  and  flander;  but,  had  heheen  confulted 
tn  regard  to  the  profecation  in  the  cafe  of  Sii*  Llijah  Impeyi 
be  would  not  bare  recommended  a  fefort  to  tny  other  trihu« 
rut  than  that  Houfe,  which  he  ffrould  at  all  times  contc-ni^ 
was  perfeAly  competent  to  fupport  its  privileges  by  an  exer- 
riorr  of  its  own  authority*     'Whenever  that  arm  was  turned 
fffide,  the  Houfe  would  fubjed  itfelf  to  repeated  tnfults  df 
e^ery  defcription,  and  its  pririleges  might  ultimately  be  car- 
ried, by  writ  of  error,  before  the  Hbufe  of  Lords,  to  b^  de^ 
cided  upon  ;  a  degradation  which  the  Houfe  could  not  guard 
againll  with  too  jealous  a  caution.    Cei tain  be  was,  that  ill 
all  motions  for profecutions  for  a  libel,  the  H<'uie,  wlratever 
it  did,  ought  to  do  it  with  due  d^liberation ;  and,  in  all  cafes, 
tinlefsof  a  very  aggravated  nature,  the  fafeft  mode  of  pro* 
ceediiig  was  to  refort  to  their  ancient  and  wholefome  pra6tice 
of  attachment,  where  their  own  privileges  were  infringed  or 
infulted*     With  regard  to  the  late  motion  for  a  profecution 
fot  a  libel  refpefiing  the  trial  of  WarjTen  Haftings,  Rfq.  that 
motion  had,  as  they  all  knew,  been  made  by  one  of  the  wor- 
thieft,  fobereft,  and  moft  refpedlable  men  in   that  Houfi^ 
who,  as  be  himfMf  declared,  had  been  touched  with  indig* 
bation'at  the  firft  fight  of  the  moft  infolent,  audacious,  and 
unwdrrantaUe  athict,  that  ever  was  made  on  thefoletnn  ads 
of  an  Houfe  of  Parliament.     The  Houfe  were  in   pofleflion 
of  his  opinion  upon  the  fubjeft,  and  had  heard  him  declarCf 
that  provoking  and  audacious  as  that  libel  was,  it  was  no- 
thing in  comparifon  to  the  many  and  repeated  hlk  accounts 
which  wfere  daily  given  in  the  fame  paper  concerning  what 
p^Bkd  In  Weftminfter  Hall.     Thofe  continued  mifreprefen* 
tatiotis  called  far  ferious  notice,  becaufe,  however  refpedable 
any  public  body  might  be,  if  it  fuffered  itfelf  to  be  daily  li- 
beiied,  abufed,  and  ridiculed,  it  muft,  neceiTarily  and  una- 
voidSinly)  i^nk  in  the  public  opinion  ;  and  therefore,  fuch  a 
ferSuotinfhlts,  grounded  on  fuch  a  feries  of  falfehoods,  were 
more  worthy  of  profecution,  than  a  libel  on  Sir  F.Iijah  Impey, 
or  even  a  genend  li^l  on  the  dignity  of  the  Houie*     He  was 
feady,  Mr.  Burke  faFd,  to  allow  largely  for  the  inaccuracy  of 
liewfpaper  r^pottl  of  public  and  parliamentary  proceedings  ; 
fg^  wJiep  Vt^  fi^mty  titixe  fbr  committing  them  to  the  prefs. 


«;» 


The 

Speaker. 


Atrorticy 
General. 
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anfd  the  difficulty  of  fatisfjing.the  craving  appetite  and  eager 
curiofity  of  the  public  for  intelligence  ot  an  interefting  and 
important  nature  fufficiently  early,  were  conGde.ed,  every 
fair  man  would  be  willi;ig  to  make  a  reafonablet  and  a  full 
and  liberal  allowance.  Free  difculiion,  candid  dif^uiiitionj 
and  even  an  honeft  opinion  on  what  pafled,  or  what  was  paf- 
fing,  might  be  warrantable;  but,  in  a  judicial  proceedings 
pendente  lite^  even  an  opinion  ought  not  to  be  hazarded^  be- 
caufe  it  might  injure  the  caufe  at  iflue,  apd  could  not  be  «i  Wc:ll 
grminded  opimon  before  all  the  evidence  and  arguments  on 
)>oth  iides  of  the  queflion  had  been  he  ard  and  concluded.  He 
iinderii(X)d  that  papers  of  wit  and  humour  were  regularly 
J^ubliftied  on  the  fubjedl  of  the  trial;  to  tliem,  if  any  fuch 
there  were,  (for  he  had  not  feen  Uiem)  he  profcfled  no  lort  of 
liodility.  But  a  ft-trlcd  plan  of  daily  mifreprefentation,  re- 
pl'^te  w  ith  the  moll  libellous  and  licentious  abufe  of  ^hofe  who 
were  auihoiifed  by  that  Houle  to  condud^  the  profecution, 
might  btcome  a  ferious  coivfuWration  before  the  Houfe.  For 
his  part,  revering,  as  he  did,  all  thetiTential  aids  of  the  con- 
fiftution,  he  thought  that  it  the  licence  of  the  prefs  went  on 
that  way,  the  liberty  of  the  prefs  was  going,  being  convin- 
ced that  the  liberty  couid  not  have  a  deadlier  foe  than  the  li- 
cence, and  efptxially  if  that  licence  were  exercifed  through 
corruption,  and  at  the  fuggeflion  of  the  money  of  a  party  in- 
terefted.  At  the  fame  time  thp4t  he  gave  notice,  therefore, 
that  this  flanderous  <eiues  of  mifreprefentations  might  here- 
after be  fuhmitted  formally  to  the  confideratjon  of  that 
Houfe,  he  defired  whatever  part  he  might  take  in  it,  as  one 
among  others,  not  to  beconfidered  as  atluated  by  any  perfo- 
nal  motives,  or  by  any  feelings  of  his  own  jn  confequcnce  of 
newfpaper  attacks.  He  fliould  ground  his  condu£^  in  this,  as 
in  every  other  public  proceeding,  upon  public  principles  and 
public  piinciples  only. 

The  Attorney  General  having  rifen  to  anfwer, . 

The  Speaker  interrupted  him  with  declaring,  th^t  he  felt 
it  his  duty  to  ftate  that  there  was  no  queftion  before  the 
Houle.  If  the  Houfe,  however,  were  defirous  of  hearing 
the  honourable  and  Knarred  gentleman  reply  on  the  fubjed  of 
a  miction,  which  had  been  made  in  his  ablcnce(and  refpediog 
which,  he  was  in  a  certain  degree  a  party)  it  would  be  for 
them  to  exercil'e  their  pleafure. 

Mr.  Burke  and  other  gentlemen  wifhing  that  the  Attorney 
General  might  be  heard,  the  Speaker  lubmitted  himfelf  to 
their  inclinaiion. 

The  /tLOiHcy  General  then  rifing  again,  he  believed  the 
riglit  honournhle  gent^men  had  fomewhat  mlfanderftbpd 
him.  He  had  it  not  in  the  fmalleft  degree  in  his  con  tern  pla- 
tjpti  to  have  alluded  to  the  profecutjoos  oi4<!red  by  the  Hoqfe 
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laft  year;  leaft  of  all  to  that  moved  for  by  the  right  honour- 
able geniletnan  who  lately  fat  in  the  Chair.  Wyhen  tliat  was 
movi^  for  he  had  been  prefent  in  the  Houfe^  and  appiealed  to 
upon  the  fuhjetfl,  but  had  declined  giving  any  opinion,  as  he  I 

always  ftiould  do  on  fuch  occafions,  bec^ufe  it  would  fubjeA  j 

him  to  an  auk  ward  inconvenience.     If  he  were  to  fay,  upon  i 

a  moitientary  view  of  a  publication  fuddeniy  brought  under  j 

confideration  in  that  Houfe,  *•  that  he  did  not  think  any 
*<  particular  matter  which  might  be  in  difcuffion  a  libel/* 
and  the  Houle  fhould  neverthelefs  direct  him  to  commence 
a  profecution  ;  when  in  couit,  in  difcharge  of  his  duty,  he 
ihould  he  endeavouring  to  convince  the  Jury  that  they 
ou.ht  to  give  a  veidid  lor  the  Crown,  a  counfel,  on  tlic  fide 
of  the  defendant  might  fay,  "Gentlemen,  you  are  not  to 
*'  mind  Mr,  Attorney,  however  eloquent,  he  may  appear; 
(<  I  heard  him  lately  (ay  in  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  that  he 
«*  thought  the  matter  chained  in  the  information  was  not  a 
«  libel,"  With  regard  10  what  he  had  advanced  r^fpedting 
the  propriety  of  gentlemen  not  haftily  moving  for  profecu- 
tions  for  libels  under  the  authority  of  that  Houfe,  he  wifhed 
to  caution  gentlemen  againft  giving  wav,  in  the  firft  inftance, 
to  their  feelingSi  when  (as  men  on  reading  flander  muft  feel) 
they  entertained  a  defire  to  commence  a  profecution  againft 
thepubiiHier  of  a  libel.  On  fuch  occafions,  for  a  variety  of 
reafons,  it  would  be  more  prudent,  more  folemn,  and  more 
dignified,  if  they  ^ere  to  give  notice  that,  on  a  future  day^ 
they  intended  to  move  in  fuch  or  fuch  a  particular  manner, 

Mr.  Burke  concurtei  with  the  honourable  and  learned  Mr.Barke 
gentleman,  fince,  beyond  all  doubts  whether  the  Houfe  or 
gentlemen  themfelves  were  individually  concerned  in  libels, 
they  ought,  at  any  rate,  neither  raflily  nor  haftily  to  commit 
the  Houfe  uptin  fuch  fubje<3s. 

Major  Scvtt  remarked  that  as  there  was  no  queftion  before  MaJ.Scott 
the  Houfe,  he  did  not  rife  to  fay  one  fy liable  about  newfpa- 
pers,  hut  to  give  notice  to  the  right  honourable  gentleman 
(Mr.  Burke)  pppofite  to  him^  that  he  had  moved  for  a  certain 
letter  from  Mr,  Grant  to  Eari  Cornwallis,  to  he  prefented  to 
the  Hbufe;  and  as  foon  as  it  came  he  fhould  move  for  its 
being  printed,  becaufe  it  Contained  information,  which  he 
conceived  it  exceedingly  material  for  the  Houfe  to  be  poflef- 
fcd  of  when  the  India  Budget  was  opened.  The  prefent  no- 
tice he  fhould  have  conceived  to  be  quite  unnecefTary,-  if 
foroething  like  an  accufation  of  having  taken  the  Houfe  by 
furprize  had  not  heo  brought  againft  him  by  the  right  ho- 
nourable gentleman  (Mr.  Burke). 

ITie  (aa  was,  that  he  had  moved  for  a  variety  of  teftimo- 
nials  and  addrefles  relative  to  Mr.  Haftings  to  be  laid  before  , 

the  Houfe  when  the  right  honourable  gentleman  ^as  abfent. 

He 


tte  PARLIAMENTARY  A.  1789. 

He  fnade  this  motion  becaufe  he  knew  that  they  wece  vorj 
iiighly  important  in  the  approaching  difcuffion ;  and  as  this 
«reiit  irh&  decidedly  to  confirm  every  thing  that  he  had  evej- 
iaid  in  the  Houie  relative  to  the  Britifli  gOTerament  in  Indi^ 
the  papers  were  now  printing,  and  gentlemen  would  judge 
for  themfelves  when  they  read  them ;  but  ftill  he  ihould  not 
have  made  the  motion  in  the  aUfence  of  the  right  honourable 
gentleman,  if  he  had  net  heard  him  make  vfeof  the  foUowii^ 
words  in  the  mod  public  manner:  ^<  The  faoie  candour 
^  which*has  induced  the  Houfeof  Commons  to  bring  before 
'<  your  LcM^dOiips  the  bofom  friends  and  confidantes  of  Mn 
^  Haftings  as  their  evidences,  will  uot  fuffer  tliem  to  fup* 
^^  prefs  for  a  nsoment  from  your  Lordibips  the  unirerbl 
^  voice  of  Bengal.**  After  this  declaration  made  to  pubKcly 
(the  Major  laid)  be  could  not  fuppoie  that  what  was  not  to 
be  wkhholden  a  moment  from  the  Lords,  by  the  Managers 
for  the  Commons,  was  improper  for  him  to  propofe  that  tbe 
,  Houie  (hould  receive,  iii  order  to  thcoar  a  true  light  upon  tbe 
paft  and  rrefent  ftate  of  fiengal. 

MnBorkf  Mr.  Burh  anfwered  that  with  regard  to  any  collatecal 
ufe  which  might  be  intended  to  be  made  of  the  papers  in 
iqueftion,  be  knew  not  what  to  fay ;  but,  he  was  convinced, 
that  when  it  was  known  that  certain  papers  were  to  be  pro- 
duced as  matter  of  evidence  in  a  pending  trial  at,  the  fuit  of 
chat  Houfe  before  the  Houfe  of  Lords,  it  was  highly  ia^io* 
per  that  thofe  pa^rs  ftiould  be  previouily  axpofed  to  view 
ip  the  Houie  itfelf.  Mr.  Burke  was  proceeding  to  declare 
that  wete  any  particular  point  to  militate  againil  his  judge- 
ment he  fliould  not  fuffer  it  to  pafs  without  animadverfion 
—when 
The  The  Spea^ir  begged  leave  to  intimate  to  the  right  honour^ 
^F*^***'  able  gentleman,  that  when  the  motion  alluded  to  Ihould  he 
made,  he  would  have  a  full  opportunity  of  laying  every  thing 
he  wiflied  to  ui^e  upon  the  fubje£l  without  being  diforderly 
or  irfegular,  aa  he  mud  he  in  a  continuance  of  a  conversation 
without  any  quelUon  beCbre  tbe  Houfe. 

JWr.Bttrke     Mr.  Rurie  anfwered  that  be  knew  .not  whether  he  (hoidd 
it  there  at  all  during  a  future  imitation  of  tbe  fubjeA. 

The  Houfe  now  refoived  itfelf  .into  a  Committee  of  the 
whole  Houfe,  to  take  into  their  further  couGderation  the  fe* 
veral  petitions  which  had  been  prefented  relative  to  the  flave 
trade,  Sir  William  Dolben  in  the  chair. 

Counfel  were  called  to  the  bac,  and  the  esamioatioa  of 
ivitnefles  pcoceeded  as  ufuah 
At  length  the  Houfe  adjourned. 
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Friday,^  l^tbjune. 

Thtforder  of  the  day  being  read  for  the  lecood  reading  of 
die  Revolation  Conunemoration  Bill, 

Mr.  fieaufoy  moTed,  ^^  that  the  £iid  bill  be  read  a  fecond 
«  time.*' 

Mir.  Bmvirk  obfencedy  that  for  his  own  part  he  was  re*     Mr. 
felrad  taToteagainft  the  bill  being  read  a  fecond  time,  as  he  BouTeric 
&w  no  good  purpofe  which  it  couid  anfwer,  and  he  would  rar 
ther  fose  a^atnft  it  then^  with  the  hope  that  it  would  be 
thrown  out,  as  he^wiibed  to  fave  the  Honfe  and  the  public  an 
tinneceffary  wafie  of  time  and  expence. 

Mr,  Beaufoy  declared  that  it  was  difficult  for  hxo}  to  give  Mr. 
reafens  why  the  bill  fhoald  pafs>  fince  the  honourable  geotle  Beaufoy, 
man  had  not  thought  proper  to  affign  a  fingle  reafon  why  it 
fliould  not  pafs;  bnt  perhaps  fome  explanation  of  the  objedi 
of  the  bill  would  not  be  amtfi.  The  bill  (Mr.  Beaufoy  faid) 
was  a  bill  to  enad,  that  there  be  annually  holden  a  day  of 
pabKc  prayer  and  thankfgiving  to  Almighty  God,  in  com- 
inemoration  of  the  glorious  Revolution.  The  objeA,  there- 
fore, was  neceflarily  two- fold,  to  hold  up  to  the  people  the 
natttre  of  the  events  chat  effe£bed  the  Revolution,'  and  to  im- 
refs  upon  their  minds  the  bleffings  that  had  followed  from  it* 
t  had  been  objeAed  that  the  Revolution  was  already  com- 
memorated in  the  prayers  ordered  to  be  r^ad  on  the  nfth  of 
Nev^mber ;  but  gentlemen  would  remember  that  the  chief 
objeA  of  that  fervice  was  to  commf morate  another,  and  a 
Terydf^rent  circumftance,  and  that  it  only  mentioned  the 
Revolution  collaterally*  and  that  in  fuch  terms  of  defcriptioa 
as  by  n6  means  fpoke  its  true  character.  It  defcribed  that 
great  event  by  flating,  that  the  liberties  of  the  people  weie 
preierved  by  a  foreign  Prince,  at  the  head  of  foreign  troops, 
fcbduing  the  Britifh  army.  Surely  no  friend  to  the  Revolu- 
tion would  allow,  that  it  was  properly  defcribed  when  it  was 
fo  ftated.  What  he  wiiked  was  to  fet  a  day  apart  for  the  fole 
commemoration  of  the  Revolution,  when  the  people  by  hear- 
ing the  hill  of  rights  read  might  be  inftrufted  in  the  nature  of 
tbeir  rights,  and  that  the  time  when  the  prefent  Royal  Family 
were  featod  on  the  throne  of  Great  Britain  might  be  holden  up 
to  them.  If  gratitude  to  the  Almighty  for  fuch  bleffings 
were  not  a  fuffieient  inducement  to  the  people  to  return 
thanks,  a  fenfe  of  their  own  libcfties  iecured  to  them  by  the 
Revdutibn,  wl^en  imprefled  on  their  minds  by  a  repitition  of 
the  evenrs  thot  led  to  it,  muft  furejy  create  a  fuffieient  induce<t 
ment.  Of  all  obvious  maxims^  none,  Mr.  Beaufoy  faid  was 
more  obvious,  than  that  the  Conft'itution  did  not  exift  fo 
nach  iq  the  laws  and  legiflatlve  r^ulations  of  a  country  a$ 
in  the  f|^t  of  th2  p^ole.  .  That  edebri^ted  Republic  of  an- 

?«fc,XXVX.         ^       Qo  cient 
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cient  timr,.  had  the  fame  laws  and  the  fame  defcription  of 
xnagiftrates  in  the  days  of  he/  fervitude  as  in  the  days  of  her 
'  fulled  freedom.     When  Nero  reigned,  Rome  had  her  confuls 
and  her  tribunes,  but  the  people  were  abje£t  flares.     Xo 
guard,  therefore,  againft  tyranny  on  the  one  hand,  and  def- 
potifm  on  the  other,  it  was  neceflary  to  commemorate  the 
Revolution.     Were  the  bill  to  pafs,  the  people  would  be 
taught  what  were  their  rights,  and  they  would  fee  the  necef- 
fity  of  fteadily  fu  porting  them.     People  of  different  fenti- 
ments  with  refpe6t  to  politics,  of  various  opinions  in  matters 
of  religion,  were  all  agreed  in  thinking  the  Revolution  a  gjo* 
rious  events  and  therefore  he  could  not  conceive  a  rational  obr 
je£lion  which  could  be  urged  againft  its  being  folemoly  com- 
memorated.    He  had  heard  that  fome  perfons  di Hiked  fetting 
apart  a  feparate  day  for  its  commemoration ;  but  whether  it 
was  commemorated  on  the  i6th  of  December,  the  day  that 
the  bill  of  rights  had  pafled  a  century  ago,  or  on  the  5th  of 
November,  of  on  the  *^unday  neareft  the  16th  of  December, 
were  points  that  might  be  fettled  in  the  Committee.     Con- 
vinced as  he  was  that  much  benefit  might  arife  from  autho* 
rizing  the  folemn  commemoration  of  the  Revolution,  he 
fhould  perfift  in  his  motion  that  the  bill  be  read  a  fecond 
time. 
Mr.  Pyc.       Mr.  Pye  protefted  that  no  perfon  wifhed  more  fincerely  well 
to  the  Revolution  than  he  did,,  but,  as  the  Revolution  was 
already  commemorated  in  the  fpecial  fervice  for  the  5th  of 
November,  he  (hould  vote  againft  the  propofed  bill.     He  de- 
clared that  he  would  oppofe  every  innovation  upon  the  Li^ 
turgy  of  the  Church  of  England. 
Sir  James      j^r  James  Johnftone  faid,  if  the  bill  was  to  enadl  that  a  day 
Johnilone  ^f  ^j^^  week  fliould  be  fet    apart  for  the  commemoration  of 
the  Revolution,  he  would  vote  againft  the  bill,  becaufe  the 
taking  away  a  day  from  the  labour  and  induftry  of  the  com- 
mon people  would  be  cruel  and  opprefiive ;  if  the  day  of  com- 
memoration of  the  Revolution  was  to  l>e  on  a  Sunday,  he 
ihould  have  no  obje<3ion. 
Sir  Wm.       Sir  fVilUam  Dothen  did  not  like  to  have  politics  mixed  with 
Dolben.   religious  ceremonies,  and  had  no  notion  of  hearing  political 
lectures  from  the  pulpit.     If  the  people  had  relaxed  in  the 
energy  of  theif  zeal  for  their  conftitutional  rights,  and  it  was 
adlually  neceflary  for  thofe  rights  to  be  kept  in  their  memory, 
that  Houfe  was  the  proper  place  to  remind  them  of  their 
rights  in,  and  not  the  church.    Why  were  they  at  the  end  of 
one  hundred  years  to  add  to  thofe  religious  feftivals  that  had 
already  been  complained  of  as  too  numerous,  and  tire  obfer- 
vanceof  one  of  which  (the  30th  of  January)  that  HouTe  had 
of  late  years  contrived  to  evade  ?  Befides,  the  Revolution  was 
already  commemorated  by  a  church  fervice,  and  why  fliould 

they 
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they  proTide  a  new  commemoration  when  there  was  one  ia 
the  Book  of  Common  Prayer,  which  the  great  charaf^ers  who 
efFeded  the  Revolution  had  at  the  time,  and  when  in  all  their 
jClory,  thoaght  lufficlent  ?  * 

Mr.  Sheridan  obferved  that  an  honourable  Baronet  difap-  -^^^ 
proved  of  mixing  politics  with  religion ;  and  another  honour-  Sherjdan. 
able  Member's  objeflion  was,  that  there  was  already  a  com- 
memoration of  the  Revolution,  in  what  he  called  the  Liturgy. 
This  appeared  rather  a  curious  objeflion.  With  refpeft  to 
keeping  politics  out  of  the  church,  he  owned,  that  in  one 
view  it  fliould  be  fo;  but,  would  it  be  an  unfit  thing  for  the 
church  to  acknowledge  that  obligation,  which  no  man  difpu- 
ted  to  be  very  great  and  ferious  t  He  thought  that  if  there 
was  any  one  point  which  did  the  greateft  honour  ta  the 
church,  it  was  the  church's  having  been  the  chief  caufe  of 
producing  that  vdry  Revolution  on  which  the  bill  went  to 
eftablifli  the  commemoration*  The  only  objedlion  which  he 
had  heard  againft  the  bill,  that  was  of  any  weight,  was  that 
of  taking  a  day  of  the  week  for  the  commemoration^  and 
making  a  new  holiday;  hot  as  the  honourable  gentleman 
who  brought  in  the  bill  had  expt'efled  himfelf  willing  to  wave 
that  point,  and  to  take  either  the  Sunday  before  the  5th  of 
November,  or  the  Sunday  neareft  to  the  i6th  of  December, 
no  ground  for  oppofition  was  remaining* 

Mr*  Beaufty  faid>  his  own  private  opinon  was,  that  a  Sun-    ^Mr. 
day  fiioold  be  the  day  of  commemoration ;  but  he  was  bound  Bpaufoy. 
to  fupport  the  bill,  as  it  came  from  thofe  who  put  it  into  hii 
hands. 

Lord  Fielding  fuggefted  an  idea  of  comprehending  all  fub-      Lord 
jcfts  of  commemoration  in  one  day's  fervice.  .  Feilding. 

Sir  Wiiliam  Doihen  remarked  that  the  Revolution  had  been   Sir  Vfm. 
commemorated  for  thefe  hundred  years.     If  there  had  been    Polben. 
no  commemoration  he  ihould  have  been  for  appointing  a  day; 
bat  at  prefent  it  was  fuperiluous.     If  he  might  compare  great 
things  with  finall,  it  was  like  calling  for  papers  when  the 
liime  papers  were  on  the  table  already. 

Sir  fVatkin  Lewes  declared  that  he  was  the  more  aftoni/h-       Sir 
c^  to  percetVe  the  bill  oppofed,  becaufe  it  was  in  the  recol-   Waikia 
leftion  of  the  Houfe,  that  the  meetings  lately  holden  through-    L«wci. 
ovit  the  kingdom  were  tolerably  general,  to  commemorate 
thehleffings  which  they  enjoyed  in  confequence  of  the  Revo- 
lution, and  to  bear  alfo  in  mind  th^t  they  had  experienced 
thofe  blei&ngs  for  upwards  of  a  century.    The  Revolution 
had  not  only  fecured  the  Proteftaot  religion,  but  eftabliihed 
civil  liberty,  both  which  objedls  were  highly  defer ving  of 
commemoration. 
The  Houfe  divided.    Ayes,  28;  Noes,  i|. 

P  Q  2  Thp 
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Tte  Houfe  then  wtnl  iftto  a  Committee  cm  tbe  C^t 
trade;  and  at  kngth  adjourned. 

Monday^  lid  Jtm^* 

Mn  Deinpfter  having  mored,  **  that  tlm  Houfe  tefolvfe  it- 
•^  felf  into  a  Committee  of  the  whole  Hon ie,  to  take  iiU0 
^  cotifideration  \h%  prefent  ftaie  of  the  BritKh  fiflieries,** 
and  that  the  Speaker  do  for  th«it  purpofe  leave  the  chair. 

The  motioti  was  ngreed  to,  and  Sir  Jaxnes  Jc^nftone  Cook 
his  feat  at  the  table. 
Mr.  Mr  Dmpji^r  again  fifing,  defired  th^t  he  might  be  per- 

Pempfter.  mitted  to  fuggeft  fome  ah^rations  to  be  made  in  the  laws  in 
being>  for  thr  prefervation  and  encooragemi^nt  of  the  Britiih 
fiflicrie?.  The  a<9s  to  which  he  aiiuded  were  the  25th  an<l 
ft6th  of  the  prefent  King.  His  drSt  intention  had  been  to 
propofe,  that  the  perfons  employed  in  fa}tingcod^  '*"&:*  ^^^ 
bther  fiifa,  caught  in  th^  Nortluftn  feas,  do  \xk  the  faid  fait 
free  of  duty;  but  underftanding  that  fuch  a  prc^fition 
would  be  oppofed  on  the  part  of  the  revenue  by  tfaofc  whofii 
dnty  it  was  to  watch  oyer  the  annual  income  of  the  jcingdom^ 
and  from  other  quarters^  and  being  too  old  to  engage  in  an^ 
parliamentary  controverfy,  which  was  likely  to  occafion 
much  trouble^  he  had  abandoned  that  idea.  1  he  &th  propo- 
iition  which  he  fhould  o^r,  therefore,  was,  that  the  her7 
ring  buffes,  as  foon  as  their  cargo  might  be  complete,  whether 
by  catching  or  purchafe,  fhoula  be  allowed  to  come  into 
port,  difcharge  their  cargoes,  and  go  out  again  to  obtain 
frefh  freights.  Mr.  Dempfter  explaine4>  that  as  the  lavr 
flood,  the  herring  buiTes  were  compelled  to  be  out  two  or 
three  months,  and,  when  once  returned,  had  not  the  liberty 
to  fail  again  out  of  port  till  the  next  feafon;  whereas,  were 
his  prdpofitions  adopted,  an  immenfe  Quantity  of  additional 
iifli  might  be  brought  jn  and  prepared  for  faie.  He  obferveit 
9lfo,  that  there  were  boats,  the  property  of  poor  perfon^p 
who  caught  the  herrings  out  at  fea,  but  not  having  either 
.fait  or  caiks,  or  capit^  enough  to  enable  th^m  to  bring 
them  into  port,  for  the  purpoje  of  iahing  and  curing  them; 
were  glad  to  difpoTe  of  them  to  the  bu^.  Afipther  altera- 
tion which  he  wifhed  to  propofe  was,  that^he  bounties  now 
payable  to  the  owners  of  the  vefleU  only,  which  caught  and 
$i:ought  in  the  herrings,  might  be  Kkewife  payable  to  the 
freighters.  Mafiy  induflrious  men  were  employed  ifi  the 
£fhery,  who,  not  being  capable  of  purchafing  vefleU,  were 
obliged  to  hire  them  of  other  people ;  but  as  the  objeAs  of 
the  Legiilatuie  in  granting  a  bounty  was  to  encourage  the 
^fhery*  thefe' people  furely  j^ferved  the  bounty  as  much  as 
the  bufs  owners.  The  next  alteration  was,  that  vefl%l$ 
clearing  out  from  a  port  in  England,  might  be  allow^  to 
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put  into  a  port  In  libe  H^hlandsp  and  other  parts  of  Scotland 
in  onler  to  complete  their  number  of  hands*    At  pre&nt  tfaey  ^ 

ivere  obliged  to  return  to  the  fame  port  from  whence  they  had 
c!caied  out,  or  they  coo  Id  not  receive  any  bounty ;  whereas^ 
ifxbc  alteration  were  adopted,  the  capital  of  England  wouU 
he  a<Ued  to  the  induftry  and  (kill  of  Scotland,  and  the  veiTels 
by  calling  at  the  Scotch  ports  would  be  enaUed  to  provide 
ifhemlelves  with  a  proper  complement  of  feamen  and  provi* 
fions  at  a  jEDUch  cheaper  rate  than  either  could  be  obtained  in 
England.  Another  defireable  point  was,  that  the  veflelt 
^ught  enter  dietr  freight  whenever  and  wherever  they  plea- 
fed.  At  prefent  there  was  but^one  Cuftom  Hoofe  in  Shet« 
fend,  and,  in  RriGt  conformity  to  the  law,  the  veflels  were 
obliged  to  go  there  and  pay  the  duty,  but,  as  a  matter  of 
favour,  were  allowed  to  enter  them  at  other  ports;  be  meant, 
therefore,  that  they  ihould  enjoy  that  as  a  right  which  was 
now  granted  as  a  matter  of  favour.  Mr.  I/empfter,  after 
ftating  that  there  were  ajcx)  feamen  employed  in  the  firitilh 
fifherics,  and  that,  confequently,  every  mode  which  could 
tend  to  their  encouragement  was  well  worth  the  protedion 
of  the  Legiflature,  concluded  with  moving,  <*  that  the  Chur* 
f*  man  be  direded  to  bring  in  a  bill,  &c. 

The  Afarfitis  of  Graham  remarked  that  although  he  was  Marq.  oC 
■pi  folly  informed  upon  the  fub}e£b,  the  propolitions  of  the  Graluun. 
honourable  gentleman  appeared  to  him  to  be,  for  the  mod 
part,  advifeable  alterations  of  the  laws  refpefling  the  firiti(k 
ofheries;  to  foroe  parts  of  them,  however,  he  fawgroond 
of  doubt,  if  not  of  obje£lion,  on  revenue  confiderations, 
and  their  application  to  the  defeAs  ftated.  He  rofe,  there- 
fore, merely  to  have  it  onderftood,  that  by  ailenting  to  the 
motion  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill,  he,  by  no  means,  pledged 
himfelf  to  fupport  it,  if,  upon  mature  confideration,  any  of 
its  obje^  ihould  appear  to  be  either  impradioabie  or  im- 
i|^itic. 

'Mr.  Chancellor  Fitt  obferved  that  ihoutd  the  Committee  Mr.  Pitt. 
hsar  the  propofilions  more  in  detail,  they  would  be  better  able 
lo  underflatid  them  correAly,  and  judge  o^  their  propriety  ; 
kit,  as  there  were,  according  to  the  honourable  gentleman*! 
plant  bounties  to  be  given  to  people  not  entitled  to  them,  as. 
the  kiw  ftood  at  prefent,  he  believed  that  a  general  motion 
ibr  a  hill  was  not  the  regular  mode  of  proceeding ;  but  that 
each  of  -the  lionoaraUe  gentleman's  ideas  muft  he  voted  by 
difiin^t  refolution.  He  advifed  the  honoorable  gentleman, 
therefore^  to  fliove  for  the  prefent,  that  the  Chairman  report 
progr^b,  and  aft  leave  to  dt  again,  and  to  take  another  day 
for  moving  the  refolutions. 

Mr J3r«i^^  acknowledged  himfelf  indebted  to  the  right     Mr. 
|)oqourable  eentki^tn  for  s^iQwing  the  bill  to  be  brought  in,  Dempfter. 
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and  addedy  that  he  was  ready  to  allow,  that  from  the  con- 
fufed  manner  in  which  he  had  opened  the  propofed  altera- 
tions, poflibty  he  might  not  have  made  him fetf  clearly  un- 
derftood  ;  but  that  with  regard  to  the  bounties,  he  did  not 
with  to  create  any  new  bounties,  but.  merely  to  extend  thofe 
already  granted  to  fliip- owners  and  to  ftiip-freighiers.  It 
was  fincerely  his  wiih,  that  the  fuhjedl  might  have  a  very 
fertous  and  deliberate  confideration,  becaufe  he  was  convinced 
the  more  fully  it  was  confidered,  the  more  the  alterations 
which  he  hid  propofed  would  be  found  clear  of  objeflion. 

The  Chairman  was  then  directed  to  report  progrcfs,  and 
alk  leave  to  fit  again. 

The  order  of  the  day  for  going  into  a  Committee  of  the 
whole  Houfe,  for  a  further  confideration  of  the  petitions  re- 
lative to  the  (lave  trade  being  read.  Sir  William  Dolben  took 
his  feat  at  the  table,  and  counfel  and  witnefles  were  called  to 
the  bar. 

At  length,  the  Houfe  adjourned. 

'  Sir  Watkin  Lewes  prefented  two  petitions  againft  the  to- 
bacco regulation  bill ;  and,  after  opening  the  allegations  and 
prayer  of  each,  moved,  **  That  the  petitioners  (the  mer- 
"  c'nants,  manufafturers,  and  dealers  in  tobacco,  of  the  city 
**  of  London)  be  heard  by  their  counfel  againit  the  principle 
**  of  the  bill  on  the  fecond  reading. 
Lord  Lord  North  obferved,  that  the  prayer  of  the  fecond  petition 

Korth.     applied  to  the  objeft  of  rhe  firft,  and  the  prayer  of  the  firft 

to  the  objcft  of  the  fecotid. 
Hr.  Pitt.  Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  remarked,  that  notwithftanding  his 
fincerc  delire  to  fecurr,  in  favour  of  the  petitioners,  the 
right  of  being  heard,  in  the  moft  ample  manner,  upon  every 
ground  of  obje6^ion  which  they  could  have  to  urge  againft 
the  bill,  he  doubted  whether  they  could  be  heard  twice  againft 
it,  and  he  fuggefted,  that  probably  it  would  be  more  regular, 
and  anfwer  the  end  of  the  petitioners  equally,  if  they  were 
heard  by  their  counfel  before  the  Committee ;  but,  in  that 
cafe,  the  petition  ought  either  not  to  be  prefented  till  the 
bill  had  been  read  a  fecond  time,  or  if  then  received, 'the 
motion  ftiould  be,  "That  the- petition  lie  upon  the  table,'* 
and  when  the  bill  had  been  read  a  fecond  time,  a  new  mo- 
tion might  he  made,  that  the  petitioners  be  heard  before  the 
Committee  by  their  counfel. 
Sir  Wat-  ^^ir  IVatkin  Lewes  contended  that  the  two  petitions  had 
iin  Ltvves  clearly  diltind>  and  feparate  objed^s  ;  the  petitioners  in  one 
petition  defired  to  he  heard  againft  the  principle  of  the  bill, 
and  in  the  other  againft  the  claufes  ;  and  therefore  the  peti- 
tiontis  were  entitled  to  he  heard  in  both  cafes* 
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It  was  at  length  fettled.  Chat  the  petitioners  be  heard  upon 
the  firft  petition,  (that  againft  the  principle  of  the  bill)  re- 
ferving  their  right  to  be  heard  againft  tlie  claufcs. 

Mr.  Mitford  having  premifed  that,  upon  a  former  occa*  Mr* 
fion,  he  gave  notice  of  an  intention  to  roove  for  perfniflion  Mitford, 
to  bring  in  "  A  bill  to  relieve,  i^pon  conditions,  and  under 
"  refiri^ions,  perfons  called  Proieftant  Catholic  Di (Tenter s^ 
^^  from  certain  penalties  and  difabilities,  to  which  Papi{l$,or 
^'  perfons  profefling  the  Popifh  religion,  are  by  law  fubje^  ^ 
added,  that  not  obferving  a  right  honourable  gentleman  (Mr* 
Pitt)  in  his  place,  he  would  poflpone  his  motion  till  the  next 
feflion.  Yet,  even  for  the  preient,  it  might  be  proper  ikX: 
to  drop  the  fubjedl,  without  remarking,  that  moft  oftlie 
laws  in  being  againil  Roman  Catholics  were  grounded  oa 
political  principles,  and  had  been  introduced  with  a  view  to 
guard  againft  the  evil  efi*e(3s  of  the  dangerous  dodlrines  main* 
tained  by  Papifts,  at  a  period  when  fuch  dodrines,  if  ea- 
forced  and  unrefifted,  might  have  produced  the  moft  feriout 
confeqoences  to  the  Proteftant  fucceflion  :  that  an  a£t  pai&d 
in  the  reign  of  Queen  Anne,  profefted  to  be  a  ftatute  calcu- 
lated to  anfwer  a  political  purpofe,  and  no  other :  that  the 
reafon  for  guarding  againft  the  political  prejudices  of  Roman 
Catholics  was  now  nd  longer  in  exiftence;  that  men's  minds 
were  illumined,  and  their  eyes  opened ;  that,  in  confequence, 
they  had  become  loyal  and  aiFe£lionate,  and  as  zealoufly  at* 
tached  to  the, family  on  the  throne  as  any  other  defer ipt ion 
of  fubjefls;  that  they  had  evinced  their  zeal  and  fideluy  in 
an  eminent  degree  on  a  late  memorable  octaAon,  and  that 
they  wifhed  togive'the  Legiflature  every  teft  which  a  folemn 
appeal  to  the  Deity  could  convey,  of  their  allegiance  to  His 
Majefty,  and  of  their  proteftation  againft  the  right  of  all 
pretenders  to  the  throne,  other  than  the  defcendants  of  the 
reigning  family*  The  great  objed  of  the  bill,  Mr.  Mitford 
explained  to  be,  to  draw  the  line  of  diftin<^icn  between  Pa- 
pifts  and  Proteftant  and  Diflenting  Catholics,  and  to  grant 
to  the  latter  the  fame  fort  of  relief  in  matters  of  religious 
opinion  and  ceremony,  which  was  at  prefent  enjoyed  by 
Proteftant  Diflenters  of  all  other  defcriptions. 

Mr.  Alderman  Newnham  moved,  «  1  hat  the  order  of  the 
"  day  for  the  Committee  on  the  farther  confideration  of  the 
^  petitions  againft  the  abolition  of  the  ilave  trade  be  dif- 
"  cljarged." 

Mr*  Huilcy  feconded  this  motion* 

Mr.  fVtlberforce  faid,  that  he  was  far  from  being  averfe  to  Mr.  Wii- 
a concurrence  with  the  motion,  provided  that  an  amendment  berforce. 
was  made  to  manifeft  the  intention  of  the  Houfe  to  refume 
the  confideration  o^  the  faid  petitions  foon  after  the  com* 
mencement  of  the  enfulng  feiEon*  -   ^ 

When 
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Vfhen  ftningers  vtere  pennitted  to  enter  tbe  gdfery,  the 

qtieftion  was  altered,  and 

Mr.  Fox.     ^^*  ^^^'  remarked,  that  the  qneftion  of  the  abolition  of 

the  flave  trade,  was  a  qneftion  between  humanity  on  the  one 

.fide,  and  intereft  on  the  other.     Nothing  could  be  more  diT- 

graceful  than  for  that  Houfe  to  decide  againft  the  abolitioa 

from  principles  of  intereft,  unlefs  they  had  the  courage  po- 

fitively  to  affirm,  that  intereft  was  their  motive.     For  his 

own  part,  he  was  not  a  little  inclined  to  adopt  an  opinion 

juft  fuggefted  by  a  right  honourable  gentleman,  that  a  Com* 

mittee  above  ftairs  was  a  much  more  fit  Committee  for  the 

purpofe  of  examining  witnefles,  and  of  receiving  evidence, 

than  a  Committee  of  the  whole  Houfe. 

Mr.         Mr.  Marjham  obferved,  that  it  was  impoffible  for  him  to 

MaHham.  hear,  without  a  comment,  the  not  le^s  fingular  than  ground- 
lefs  declaration  of  th^  right  honourable  gentleman,  that  the 
qoeftion  of  the  abolition  of  the  flave  trade  was  a  queftion  of 
humanity  on  the  one  hand,  and  of  intereft  on  the  other.  The 
Weft-India  merchants  and  planters,  he  was  perfuaded,  were 
as  much  men  of  humanity  as  any  other  defcription  of  men 
whatever,  and  if  they  could  be  convinced  that  it  would  be 
for  the  intereft  of  the  Public  that  the  flave  trade  fiioutd  be 
aboliftied,  they  would  as  cordially  concur  in  its  abolition  as 
any  gentleman  in  that  Houfe,  who  had  exprefled'himfelf 
moft  anxious  to  attain  that  obje£l. 

The  Speaker  read  the  queftion,  "  That  the  faid  order  be 
*<  difcharged." 

Mr.RoUe.  Mr.  RolU  wiflicd  the  fubjeft  to  be  fairly  and  fully  invef^ 
tigated,  and  that  the  evidence  might  be  maturely  coniidered 
before  gentlemen  gave  thtir  opinions.  This  was,  Mr.  Rolte 
faid,  the  defire  of  his  conftitue«its,  and  therefore  he  (hould 
give  his  confent  to  the  motion.  .  He  hoped,  however,  that  in 
the  interim  between  the  end  of  the  prefent  and  the  com- 
mencement of  the  next  feflion  of  Parliament,  care  would  be 
taken  to  found  foreign  Courts  upon  the  fubjedl,  and  to  leara 
how  they  ftood  affedied  towards  the  abolition  of  the  flave 
trade. 
Mr.  Mr.  fVilliam  Smith  (Member  for  Sudbury)  agreed  with 

W.  Smith  the  honourable  Member  on  the  floor,  that  it  was  not  a  quef- 
tion of  humanity  ofi  the  one  hand,  and  intereft  on  the  other, 
becaufe  before  it  was  brought  to  a  deciflon,  he  had  no  ddubt, 
but  that  the  Houfe  would  be  convinced  it  was  as  much  for 
the  intereft  of  the  Public  as  for  the  intereft  of  humanity, 
that  the  trade  ihould  be  aboliftied,  and  that  the  Weft-Indian 
planters  themfelves  would  find  it  to  be  their  intereft  as  much 
as  that  of  any  other  defcription  of  perfons.  Mr.  Smith  add« 
ed,  that  althbugh  he  was  anxious  to  have  the  queftion  brought 
t9  an  ilTaei  he  law  it  was  impofliUe  that  it  fl^ould  be  decided 

that 
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that  leffioo ;  but  he  bad  not  yet  beard  any  good  reafon  why 
the  examination  of  witnefles  might  not  be  carried  on  for  feme 
weeics  longer*  It  was  faid,  and  indeed  known,  that  the 
hearing  of  evidence  was  confined  to  a  few  Members  only ; 
ifthofe  few,  therefore,  were  willing  to  give  up  their  time 
2  little  longer,  why  fhould  any  other  Members  compbin  of 
an  inconvenience,  in  the  fuffering  of  wJiich  they  took  no 
ihare?  Mr.  Smith  thought  that  by  perfevering  in  the  exami- 
nation of  witnefles  for  a  few  weeks,  thequeflion,  as  far  as 
the  African  trade  was  concerned,  might  be  gone  through, 
prtvioafly  to  the  conclufion  of  the  prefcnt  feflion. 

iMr.  Hujfey  obferved,  that  It  undrtubtedly  was  neither  a     Mr. 
queftion  of  humanity  nor  of  intereft,  but  he  hoped  the  Houfe  Hufley* 
would  confider  it  as  a  queftion  of  juftlce. 

The  queftion  was  then  put  and  carried. 

Mr.  Alderman  Newnham  immediately  moved,  "  That 
«  this  Houfe  will,  early  in  the  next  feffion  of  Parliament, 
"  proceed  to  take  the  matter  of  the  faid  petition  into  con- 
"  fideration.** 

The  motion  palTed  unanimoufly. 

Mr.  Gajcoyne  obferved,  that  he  (hould  be  happy  to  receive     Mr. 
intclhgencc  from  an  honourable  Baronet,  whom  he  did  not  Gafcoyne. 
fee  in  his  place,  but  imagined  he  was  too  attentive  to  his 
dqty  not  to  be  prefent,  whether  he  meant  to  move  for  a  re- 
newal of  the  Middle- paffage  regulating  bill,  in  the  fame  form 
in  which  it  had  paflcd  during  the  courfe  of  the  preceding  fef- 
fion, or  whether  he  meant  to  propofe  ary  alterations  ?  If  the 
honourable  Baronet  meant  only  to  revive  the  bill  as  it  ftood  ' 
at  prefent,  it  would  releafe  feyeral  of  his  conftituents,  who 
had  been  fo.me  time  detained  in  town,  and  allow  them  to  re- 
turn on  their  private  affairs  to  Liverpool. 

Sir  fVilliam  DolLen  anfwered,  that  he  meant  lo  move  for  Sir  Wm. 
leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  for  continuing  the  exifting  ftaiute;  I>olhcn. 
and  that  if  any  gentleman  would  give  himfelf  the  trouble  of 
looking  over  the  ad  of  Parliament,  he  would  fee  that  fome 
alterations  were  abfolutely  neceffary.  Thofe  alterations  he 
certainly  (hould  propofe;  but  he  did  not  conceive  that  they 
were  of  material  confequence,  or  fuch  as  could  occafion  any 
oppoGtion  on  the  part  of  the  honourable  gentleman,  or  his 
noble  colleague.  Sir  William  concluded,  with  moving  for 
leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  to  continue  and  amend  "  An  afit  to 
"  regulate,  for  a  limited  time,^  the  carrying  of  Haves  in  Bri- 

"  ti(h  veffels  from  the  coaft  of  Africa.'' 
Lord  P^nrAy^  trufted  that  he  fliould  not  be  guilty  of  an     Lord 

impropriety,  if  heintreated  the  honourable  Baronet  briefly  to^^''**y°' 

fiate  the  nature  of  his  intended  ;dterations. 
Sir  fViUiam  Dolhen  begged  the  noble  Lord's  pardon,  but  S^t  Wm. 

'le  conceived  that  the  prefent  was  not  the  proper  ftage  of  the  Dolbea. 
Vol.  XXVr.  Pp  bufinefs 
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bufinefs  for  him  to  go  into  a  public  detail  of  the  amendraents 
which  he  Ihould  propofe  in  the  hill.  When  that  ftage  (hould 
arrive,  he  would  (late  them  fully.  In  the  mean  time,  when 
he  fliould  have  thepleafure  of  the  converfation  of  the  noble 
Lord  or  his  colleague,  he  would  freely  communicate  the  na- 
ture of  the  alterations  which  he  thought  it  incumbent  on  him 
to  propofe. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  Houfe  went  into  a  Committee  of  the  whole  Houfe  on 
the  Gardeners  bill,  to  make  deftroying  trees,  plants,  and 
ihrubs,  at  any  time,  whether  by  day  or  by  night,  felony^ 
(Sir  Jofeph  Mawbey  in  the  chair)  when 

MrJVIain*      Mr.  it/cz/jaar/;/^  advifed  filling  up  the  blank  in  the   firfl 
xfaring.    claufe,  with  the  words  **  five  fliillings." 

Mr.  I.  H.  ^^*  V^^^  Ha'-juk'us  Brozune  oppofed  it,  declaring  that  he 
Brownt.  had  a  flrong  objeflion  to  increafing  the  number  of  tranfport- 
able  offences.  That  as  it  was  {K>frible  that  tranfportation 
might  be  the  punifhment  applied  upon  a  couvidlion  for  rob* 
bing  a  garden  or  fli rubbery,  he  thought  that  the  degree  of 
the  punifhment  too  far  exceeded  the  proportion  of  the  offence. 
Mr.  Browne  faid,  that  fentence  of  tranfportation  was  at  pre- 
lent  enforced  at  ^  great  expence,  and  under  circumflances  of 
peculiar  difficulty,  even  where  the  enforcement  of  it  was  in 
the  higliell  degree  neceflary  and  proper. 

Alr.jMain-  ^Jr.  il/^iwu'^r/;;^  anfwcrcd,  that  he  could  not  hear,  with- 
waring,  q^^  aflonifiiment,  the  honourable  gentleman's  objeflion,  as 
the  part  of  the  bill  they  were  then  upon,  was  the  law  as  it 
flood  at  prefent,  and  not  any  new  provifion.  Mr.  Main- 
waring  added,  that  poffibly  the  honourable  gentleman  was 
not  aware  that  the  bill  had  been  twice  fully  debated,  and  di- 
vided upon,  and  that  on  one  divifion  there  bad  been  four  to 
one,  and,  on  the  other  divifion,  five  to  one  of  a  majority,  in 
favour  of  the  bill. 

Attorney       I'he  /JiUniey  General  again  rcjieated,  that  property  to   fo 

General.  ^  very  confiderable  an  amount  as  fixty  thouf;\nd  pounds  re- 
mained unprote(5led  by  law  within  the  vicinity  of  the  metro- 
polis; and  that,  as  the  law  flood,  the  penalty  being  no  more 
than  a  fine  of  forty  fliillings,  it  operated  as  an  inducement  to 
rob  gardens,  and  was  confidered  as  merely  paying  forty  (hil- 
lings for  a  licence  to  legalize  the  plunder  of  gardeners' grounds 
,  to  any  amount,  however  indefinite.  Mr.  At^torney  General 
ilated  the  infinite  mifchiefs  which  might  be  done,  with  a 
degree  of  impunity^  in  nurCeries  and  Ihrubberies,  and  the 
crying  call  which  exifled  for  fome  additional  legal  preventive. 
He  explained  why,  on  motives  of  humanity,  thc^y  had  not 
deemed  the  offence  a  petty  larceny,  and  Aatedto  wftat  an  ex- 
tent the  mifchief  might  be  carried. 

6  Mr. 
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Mr.  Wigley  applauded  the  humane  motives  of  the  oppofers  Mr. 
of  the  biH,  but  argued  in  behalf  of  the  ncceflity  of  makii^g  Wigley. 
the  robbery  of  gardens,  in  certain  cafes,  liable  to  tranfpor- 
ration.  Mr.  Wigley  contended,  that  there  ought  to  he  no 
difierence  in  the  degree  of  punifhmept  applied  to  the  convic- 
tion of  having  taken  away  any  plant  attached  to  the  foil,  or 
any  plant  detached  from  it;  and  yet,  as  the  law  Hoojl,  the 
perfon  who  took  away  a  withered  myrtle  in  a  pot,  was  liable 
to  he  convi£)ed  of  telony,  while  he  who  tore  up  tlie  moft 
valuable  fhrub  from  the  foil,  could  only  be  convided  in  the 
penalty  of  forty  fhillings,  or  fued  for  a  trefpafs. 

Mr.  Hujpy  obferved,  that  if,  according  to  the  ftatemcnt  Mr. 
of  an  honourable  and  learned  gentleman,  there  was  to  the  Huifey. 
amount  of  fixty  thoufand  pounds  worth  of  property  unpro- 
tefled  in  garden  grounds  near  London,  it  was  phi  in,  that  this 
fpecies  of  property  had  profpercd,  in  a  roort  luccelsful  man- 
ner, without  any  fort  of  legal  protection,  and  therefore  it 
was  fair  to  conclude,  that  the  owners  could  nfPcrd  the  ex- 
pence  of  proper  guards  and  watchmen  to  defend  it  againft  all 
depredations. 

^\T  James  jfohnflcne  could  not,  as  a  man  of  humanity,  in  Sir  Jamct 
his  confcience,  vote  that  his  fellow-creatures  fhoiild  be  Johnflonc 
iranfported  for  a  trifling  robbery  of  a  garden.  If  a  penalty 
of  40s.  was  inadequate,  let  it  be  raifed  to  5].  lol.  50!.  or 
even  an  hundred,  if  it  were  deemed  neccfTarVj  but  let  not 
fuch  a  trivial  offt-nce  be  deemed  worthy  of  fo  fevere  a  punifh- 
ment  as  tranfportation. 

Mr.  Pevjney  urged  the  neceflity  of  preferving  iranfporta-      Mr. 
lion  among  the  poffiblepunilbments  authori2;ed  by  the  hill.  Powncy. 
He  dated  that  men  committed  burglaries,  or  ftole  horfes,  to  >^ 
anfwcr  fome  obvious  neceflity,  hut  that  they  often^wantonly 
^efpoiled  gardens  to  a  confiderable  amount,  and    in  feveii 
minutes,  dcftroyed  trees  and  fhrubs,  which  had  been  feven 
years  growing. 

The  fum  deemed  tranfportable,  was  increafed  to  ten  (hil- 
lings, and  the  bill  to  take  place  on  the  firft  of  Auguft. 

A  new  claufe  was  moved  by  Mr.  Main  waring,  and  the 
Chairman  was  directed  to  report  progrefs,  and  aflc  leave  to 
fit  again. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

TVednefdayy  24/A  J'tnc. 

The  order  of  the  day  for  the  fecond  reading  of  the  tobacco 
regulation  bill  having  been  read,  and  thefaid  bill  having  been 
fcad  a  fecond  tithe,  it  was  moved,  "  That  the  hill  be  com- 
**  mitted." 

Mr.  Alderman  Sawbudge  obferved  that,  for  his  own  part,  Mr.  Aid 
he  vas  rtfolved  to  oppofe  the  bill  in  the  firft  inftance,  as  an  SawbrWge 

P  p  2  exteofioa 
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extenfion  of  the  excife  laws,  which  held  out  that  principle 
£0  odious  to  Engliflimen,^,  and  fo  inimical^  ao  freedom,  as  a 
power  of  convicHon  without  trial  by  jury.    The  Alderman 
reminded  the  Houfe,  that  at  the  time  that  they  were  ena£l- 
ing  a  law  for  the  religious  commemoration  of  the  Revolu- 
tion, they  were  ftriking  at  the  very  root  of  popular  freedom, 
and  deftroying,  by  a  deadly  blow,  thofe  very  bleffings  which 
had  been  derived  from  that  Revolution,  of  which  they  were 
preparing  to  eftabliOi  the  commemoration.     Mr.  Sawbridge 
obferved,  that  the  excife  laws  had  always  been  particularly 
ofienfive  in  this  country,  becaufe  they  took  away  that  beft 
right  of  EngliOimen,  a  trial  by  jury;  he  (hould,  tterefore, 
think  it  his  duty  on  this,  and  on  every  other  occafion,  to 
'  refift  their  exteniioti,  and.fbould  in  that  early  ftage  of  the 
billi  vote  againft  the  queftion. 
Sir  Wat-       Sii*  fVatkiti  Lnvcs  laid,  ^hat  he  had,  that  day,  met  the  ci« 
kin  Lewes  tizens  of  London  in  the  Common  Hall,  in  full  aflembly, 
when  they  had  thought  proper  to  inArud  their  laeprefenta- 
tives  in  Parliament  to  oppofe  the  bill.     It  was  not  only   a 
duty  which  he  owed  his  conftituents,  but  he  felt  it  a  duty 
which  he  owed  to  the  Public  at  large,  to  prevent  the  odious 
^     extenfion  of  the  excife  laws;  laws  fo  oppreffive  in  their  own 
nature,  as  juftly  to  excite  the  jealoufy  of  the  Public.     The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  fubmitted  a  bill  to  their 
confideration  to  prevent  frauds  and  illicit   pra£lices  in  the 
importation  of  tobacco,  and  to  fecure  the  revenue;  but  if 
any  other  could  be  fuggelled,  fo  as  to  fecure  the  revenuep 
and  prove  lefs  exceptionable  than  that  propofed  by  the  right 
honourable  gentleman,  he  hoped  that  the  Houfe  would  agree 
^with  him  that  it  ought  to  be  adopted  in  preference  to  the 
odious  extenfion  of  the  excife  laws.     The  gentlemen  who 
compofed  the  Committee  were  fome  of  the  moft  refpedable 
merchants  in  the  city  of  London,  as  well  as  other  eminent 
and  worthy  merchants  from  other  places,  upon  whom   no 
imputation   refted ;  and  thofe  gentlemen  ftate  th.it  it  is  im- 
praAicable  for  the  excite  laws  to  attach  upon  the  manufac- 
turer in  the  manner  propofed  by  the  hill,  without  transfer- 
ring the  trade  to  foreign  countries.     The  gentlemen  have 
been  charged  with  acting  in  a  hodile  manner ;  but  he  begged 
leave  to  appeal  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  himfelf, 
if  they  did  not  propofe  a  plan  to  prevent  fraud   and  the  fe- 
curing  the  revenue  ?    If  that  was  the  cafe,  thofe  gentlemen 
Aood  in  an  honourable  point  of  view  ;  they  wifhed  it  to  be 
tried  as    an  experiment,    and  if  it  did  not  fucceed,   they 
would  not  have  an  ohjeAion  to  his  own  plan  ;  but  Sir  Wat- 
kin  faid,  he  had  a  very  ferious  ohjefiion ;  for,  no  compen- 
fation  could  be  made  for  depriving  the  fubje£t  of  his  birth- 
right, the  trial  by  jury ;  he  therefore  took  that  opportunity 
*  of 
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ofprotefting,  in  the  firft -infiancC)  againft  the  principle  of 
the  hill,  which  was  the  extenfion  of  the  excife  laws.  He 
added,  that  the  fame  experiment  might  be  made,  which  was 
upon  gin  and  brandy,  in  reducing  the  duty ;  that  plan  proved, 
fuccefsful,  and  had  more  than  anfwered  the  moft  fanguine 
expedation;  the  very  high  duties  on  the  importation  of  to- 
bacco would  continue  to  be  a  temptation  to  the  fmuggler; 
auid  no  bill,  with  ever  fo  fevere  claufes,  and  thefe  rigoroufly 
executed,  which  the  fair  trader  muft  feel  extremely  opprei- 
£fe,  would  prevent  the  fmuggler,  as  long  as  the  temptation 
remained,  from  perfevering  in  his  illicit  praAices. 

Mr.  Alderman  Newnham  declared,  that  the  prefent  bill  was  AM. 
fo  odious,  that  he  was  perfuaded  if  there  had  been  a  full  Houfe,  Mcwnhain 
and  gentlemen  had  been  indulged  with  time  to  confult  and 
coUe£t  the  fenfe  of  their  conftituents,  a  confiderable  majo- 
rity of  the  Houfe  would  vote  againft  it.  He  lamented  that  a 
bill  of  fo  much  importance  (bould  be  agitated  at  all  in  fo  thin 
a  Houfe.  It  was  a  fubjefl  which  required  very  mature  con« 
fideration,  and  though  he  certainly  did  not  exped  that  his 
reuaarks  would  make  any  great  impreflion  on  the  Houfe,  ^  be 
hoped  the  right  honourable  gentleman  would  have  the  candor 
not  to  pufh  the  bill  through  the  Houfe  with  that  indecent 
hafte  which  he  had  hitherto  adopted,  the  fecond  reading  fol- 
lowing thefirft  fo  rapidly,  and  the  Committee  being  intend- 
ed, as  he  underftood,  for  the  next  day,  although  the  bill  was 
juft  only  read  for  the  fecond  time.  The  counfel  for  the  pe- 
titioners were  by  no  means  prepared,  and  had  informed  him 
that  they  were  not  fnfficiently  inftruded.  No  doubt,  by 
fitting  up  all  night,  they  would  be  able  the  next  day,  to  uie 
foine  arguments  well  woithy  the  attention  of  the  Houfe ; 
but  that  Houfe  ought  not  to  be  taken  by  furprife,  as  it  were, 
refpeding  a  bill  of  fo  much  importance ;  neither  did  it  be- 
come the  right  honourable  gentleman^s  candor  to  precipitate 
the  bill  in  that  manner.  It  would  look  as  if  he  was  afraid  to 
meet  a  fair  difcuflion  on  the  fubjed,  and  as  if,  from  a  con- 
(cioufnefs  that  his  argument  was  not  fogood  as  he  had  ftated 
it  to  be  on  his  opening,  he  wiflied  to  cram  the  biU  down  the 
throats  of  gentlemen,  before  they  had  time  to  examine  its 
contents,  or  look  into  its  probable  confequences. 

Sir  BifijanuH  Hammet  exprefled  his  difapprobation  of  the  Sir  Ben). 
Excife  laws  in  general,  the  application  of  which  was  not  Hammet, 
more  oppieffive  and  tyrannical  than  their  principle  was  un- 
conftitutional.     He  believed  that  there  were  no  gentlemen  in 
that  Houfe  who  would  fay  fairly,  that  the  King's  officers, 
nominated  by  His  Majefty,  and  difmifled  at  His  Majefty's 
diferetion,  were  the  proper  people  to  judge  between  the  Sove- 
reign and  the  fubje£b  on  queftions  of  revenue.     He  wiflied  -  ^ 
moft  heartily  that  an  appeal  to  a  jury  were  allowed  in  the  firil 

inftance; 
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•  indance';  hehadbeen  aiTured  thatfomeoftheCommiffionen 
of  Excife  themfelves  thought  it  would  be  of  no  bad  confe- 
quence  if  fuch  an  appeal  were  permitted.  If  the  right  ho- 
nourable gentleman,  therefore,  wiihed  to  immortalize  his 
tiame,  and  to  ftand  diftinguiOied  as  having  rendered  the  mod 
efTential  fer vices  to  his  country,  the  granting  fuch  an  appeal 

.    would  produce  fuch  an  efFed.     But,  if  the  right  honourable 
gentleman  did  not  think  proper  to  allow  of  fuch  an  appeal,  he 
fhould  think  it  his  duty  to  oppofe  the  bill. 
Mr.  Sara.      Mr,  Samuel  Smith  (Member  for  Worcefter)  obferved,  that 
Smith,    whilft  he  confidered  the  ftrong  prefTure  of  the  immenfe  load 
already  caft  upon  the  country,  he  was  not  ready  to  go  the  fall 
length  of  profeffing  Jnmfelf  a  general  enemy  to  all  extenfions 
of  the  Excife  laws;  knowing  the  neceffity  for  rendering  the 
exifting  taxes  efficient,  and  that  the  Excife  laws  were  among 
the  raoft  efficacious  modes  of  collefting  the  public  revenues, 
they  certainly  muft,  in  fome  cafes,  be  extended  and  applied  ; 
but  then  they  ought,  in  his  mind,  never  to  be  applied  un- 
neceflarily,  or  whenever  they  could  not  be  enforced  without 
great  oppreffion  and  vexation  to  the  fubjedt.     Mr,  Smith  ex- 
patiated on  the  inconveniences  that  would  refult  to  the  to- 
bacco trade,  and  to  the  fnufF  manufaAurers  in  particular,  if 
they  were  fuhjeSed  to  the  perpetual  prefenpe  of  Excife  officers. 
He  afked,  why  were  officers  of  that  defcription  to  be  let  into 
t\\  the  fecrets  of  the  manufa£lure?     As  far  as  he  had  learnt 
from  the  tobacco  traders,  the  extenfion  of  the  Excife  laws  in 
this  inftance  was  inapplicable,  and  would  not  anfwer  the  ob« 
jedl  of  obtaining  an  increafe  of  the  revenue. 
Mr.  Aid.      Mr.  Alderman  Waifon  reprefented  tobacco  as  an  article  in 
Wttfon.  the  importation  of  which  there  were  frauds  committed  from 
300,0001.  to  500,0001.  a  year,  confequently  before  new  bur- 
thens were  impofed  on  the  people,  the  endeavouring  to  render 
the  tobacco  duties  efficient  was  well  deferving  the  attention  of 
the  right  honourable  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and  of 
that  Houfe,     But  though  he  moft  perfedfly  accorded  with 
that  idea,  he  objeded  to  the  mode  in  which,  in  the  prefent  in* 
fiance,  the  Excife  laws  were  about  to  be  extended.     He  was 
one  of  thofe  who  thought  we  might  pay  too  dearly  even  for 
revenue.     He  knew  the  revenue  had  been  greatly  benefited  hy 
lowering  the  duties  on  tea,  and  moft  probably  a  fimilar  event 
would  have  followed  had  ihe  duties  on  tobacco  been  lowered. 
With  regard  to  the  taking  away  the  right  of  trial  by  jury,  it 
was  confidered  as  a  great  inAance  of  tyranny  and  oppreffion, 
and  he  hoped  the  time  was  not  far  diftant,  when  he  fhould  fee 
in  every  bill  ena£^ing,  that  the  Excife  laws  be  put  in  force,  a 
cla'ife  giving  the  fuhjed  an  appeal  to  a  jury.     Till  he  did 
find  fuch  a  claufe  he  fhould  hold  him felf  bound  to  oppOfe 
every  extenfion  of  the  Excife  laws.     With  regard  to  a  Fe- 

fledtion 
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fiedioo  which  had  been  caft  on  the  right  honourable  gentle* 
man,  as  if  he  intended  a  general  extenfion  of  the  Excife  laws, 
with  a  view  to  ftrike  at  the  root  of  the  Conftitution,  he 
thought  too  highly  of  his  good  fen fe  to  believe  it;  but,  as  an 
independent  Member  of  Parliament,  he  had  a  right  to  ex^ 
prefs  his  difapprobation  of  an^  meafure  that  might  l^  brought 
forward.  He  bad  received,  in  the  prefent  inftance,  the  in- 
ftru&ions  of  his  conftituens  to  eppofe  the  bill ;  but  it  was 
well  known  that  jie  did  not  hold  that  Members  of  Farliament 
ought,  in  all  inftances,  implicitly  to  follow  the  inflru^lions 
of  their  con ftituents;  yet,  in  the  cafe  immediately  before  him, 
their  orders  and  his  private  opinion  were  perfe<5lly  congenial. 

Mr.  Sheridan  obferved  that  he  fhould  not  fo  far  trefpafs  Mr: 
upon  the  patience  of  the  Houfe  as  needleffly  to  prolong  the  SbcriiUtt. 
debate,  if  that  could  be  called  a  debate,  where  objedions  on- 
ly were  offered  from  one  fide,  and  not  one  word  of  anfwer 
was  given  on  the  other.  He  rofe  merely  to  make  a  Tingle 
remark,  which  was,  that  if  the  bill  were  committed  for  the 
next  day,  whatever  time  might  have  been  given  to  the  to- 
bacco traders  and  manufaAurers  to  comprehend  the  claufes  of 
the  bill,  parliamentarily  fpeaking,  no  time  had  been  allowed 
to  the  Members  of  that  Houfe  to  underftand  it.  The  bill 
had  been  brought  in  only  two  days  ago,  and  printed  for  deli- 
very that  day ;  it  confined  of  one  hundred  and  twenty-five 
pages,  and  no  gentleman  could,  at  a  glance,  comprehend  the 
various  bearings  of  a  bill  fo  important  in  its  nature,  and  fo 
complicated  and  extenfive  in  its  detail.  Before  it  came  into 
a  Committee,  the  Members  of  that  Houfe  had  a  right  to  coa- 
fider  it,  in  all  parts,  to  confult  the  manufa£lurers  in  perfon, 
and  to  acquire  a  competent  knowledge  of  the  entire  fubjefl* 
The  right  honourable  gentleman  had  boafted  of  his  having 
fcen  and  converfed  with  the  tobacco  manufaflurers  of  Scot- 
land, London,  and  other  places.  If  he  thought  fuch  com- 
munications abfolutely  neceflary,  before  he  held  himfelf  juf- 
tified  to  ftate  the  principle  and  objeft  of  the  bill  tb  the  Houfe^ 
why  fhould  not  the  Members  of  that  Houfe  be  allowed  time 
for  equal  preparation,  and  for  the  acquifition  of  the  fam«  ex- 
tent of  intelligence?  Mr.  Sheridan,  therefore,  hoped  that 
the  right  honourable  gentleman  would  not  fo  haftily  pufli  on 
the  bill,  but,  that  having  had  it  read  a  fecond  time  that  day, 
be  would  not  prefs  for  the  Committee  upon  the  enfuing  day, 
but  would  give  time  for  the  Petitioners  to  prepare  their  coun- 
fel,  and  to  bring  up  their  witnefies,  who  were  nov/  upon  the 
road. 

Mr.  Chancellor  P///faid  that  with  regard  to  the  obfervation  Mr.  Pitt, 
of  the  honourable  gentleman  whofpoke  laft,  that  not  a  word 
had  been  faid  in  reply  to  the  obje£lions  dated  againft  the  bill, 
the  Speaker,  he  doubted  not,  would  do  him  the  juftice  to 
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admit  that  he  was  about  to  rife,  when  obferving  a  worthy 
and  very  rcfpedtable  Magiftrate  (Alderman  Watfon)  on  his 
legs,  he  had  forborile  to  call  for  the  attention  of  the  Houfe. 
With  refpeS  to  what  had  been  urged,  gentlemen  had  nat  en- 
tered  into  argument,  but  had  merely  made  their  protefts 
againft  the  bill.     AH  that  had  been  aavanced  went  rather  to 
the  claufes  of  the  bill  than  the  principle,  and  as  no  gentleman 
intimated  an  intention  of  dividing  the  Houfe  upon  the  former^ 
it  was  needlefs  for  him  to  expatiate  concerning  it*     As  little 
reafon  was  there  for  his  entering  into  a  difcuflion  of  the 
claufes,  which  would  more  properly  come  under  confidera- 
tion  in  the  Committee.    It  would  prove  a  little  extraordi- 
nary if  any  objedlion  were  made  to  the  principle  of  the  bill; 
for  wliat  was  the  principle  ?  A  worthy  Magiftrate  had  ftated 
that  the  frauds  committed  on  the  revenue  in  the  article  of  to- 
bacco, amounted  to  no  lefs  a  fum  than  from  300,ocx>l.  to 
500,0001.,  and  the  obje(S  of  the  bill  was,  to  endeavour  to  re- 
cover the  greater  part  of  that  fura,  by  means  of  the  Excife 
laws,  and   by  accommodating  them  to  that  article,  *which 
was  univerfally  admitted  to  be  a  fit  article  of  taxation.     To 
fuch  a  principle,  the  friends  of  the  public  credit  and  of  the 
public  fafety,  could  not  furely  be  inclined  to  obje£b.     Tlie 
worthy  Magiftrate  over  the  way,  and  the  honourable  gentle- 
man who  fpoke  laft,  had  (aid)  they  thought  that  he  wiihed 
to  flirinkfrom  difcuflion,  and  to  avoid  It  by  precipitating  the 
bill  through  the  Committee*     From  fuch  an  imputation  he 
ftiould  appeal  to  the  fober  fenfe  of  the  Houfe,  and  alk  them, 
when  it  was  confidered  that  counfel  were  to  be  heard,  and 
witneftes  examined,  and  that  confequently  there  was  not  a 
probability  of  their  doing  more  than  hear  them  in  part  the 
next  day ;  whether  his  being  anxious  to  commence  an  en- 
quiry into  the  fubjedl  in  the  moft  circumftantial  and  regular 
manner  looked  like  a  wifli  to  avoid  its  fair  difcuftion?  With 
regard  to  the  honourable  gentleman's  intimation,  that  it  was 
necefTary  for  him  to  run  about  the  town  to  converfe  with  the 
manufacturers  of  tobacco,  if  he  really  was  in  eameft,  and  fe- 
rioufly  wiflied  to  learn  information  from  them,  the  beft  mode 
of  his  obtaining  it  would  be  for  him  to  attend  his  duty  in  that 
Houfe  the  next  day,  and  liften  attentively  to  the  arguments 
and  the  evidence. 

The  queftion  having  been  put  and  agreed  to,  that  the  bill 
be  commitred  to  the  Committee  of  the  whole  Houfe,  on  the 
queftion  **  that  the  bill  be  committed  for  this  day/' 
Mr. Aid.  Mr.  Alderman  Newnham  called  on  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Newaham  Exchequer  to  poftpone  the  Committee  to  a  later  day,  and  re- 
commended Monday.  He  defied  any  man  in  that  Houfe, 
the  right  honourable  gentleman,  and  his  particular  friends  in 
office  alone  excepted^  to  ftand  up  and  fay,  that  he  had  read 

the 
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the  bill,  and  he  urged  that  circumftance  alone,  as  fo  llrong 
a  reafon  for  poftponing  the  Committee,  that  he  (hould  pro* 
pofeto  take  the  fenfe  of  the  Houfe  upon  it. 

Mr.  AldermsLufFatfon  faid  that  the  tobacco  manufaAurers,  Mr.  AI4, 
who  were  deeply  intereAed  in  the  bill,  had  flnted,  that  it  was  Watfoiu 
material  to  them  to  have  farther  time  for  preparation,  and 
therefore  he  ihould  vote  againft  committing  the  bill  for  this 
dar. 

mT.SberiJmn  obferved  (in  anfwer  to  Mr.  Pitt)  that  he  had  .  Mr. 
faid  it  wai  neceflary  to  go  into  the  Committee  for  the  purpole  Sheridan, 
of  enqoiry,  whereas  he  muft  know  that  if  the  Members  of 
that  Hottie  were  not  allowed  time  to  read  and  underfland  the 
bill  before  they  went  into  a  Committee,  the  enquiry  would 
anfwerno  porpofe  whatever.  Whether  they  were  to  run 
aboat  the  town  after  the  tobacco  manufaflurers,  as  the  right 
honourable  gentleman  had  chofen  to  call  it,  was  another 
matter,  fitit  fince  he  had  rifen  lail,  the  worthy  Magi  (Irate 
behind  him  had  add^d  another  and  a  very  ftreng  objeflion, 
and  this  was  no  lefs  than  a  defiance  of  any  Member  of  that 
Houfe,  a  particular  defcription  of  it  only  excepted,  to  ftand 
up  and  declare  that  he  had  read  the  bill.  Surely  this  was  an 
tinanfwerable  argument  againft  precipitation. 

Mr.  Chancellor  P///anfwered  that  with  regard  to  the  ho-^r-  Pit^ 
nonrable  gentleman's  argument  of  Members  not  being  prepa- 
red, the  belt  way  would  be  to  attend  the  Committee.  With 
refpcft  to  the  witnefles  of  the  manufa£turers  being  upon  the 
road,  the  manufa£turers  of  London  had  originated  the  oppo- 
iition  to  the  bill,  and  would,  mod  probably,  produce  the 
evidence  they  wi(hed  to  have  examined ;  and  of  their  inten- 
tion to  oppofe  the  bill,  they  had,  by  public  advertifement  in 
almoft  every  newfpaper,  given  notice  for  full  three  weeks. 
He  hoped  that  gentlemen  would  attend  the  Committee, 
whatever  inconvenience  to  themfelves  it  might  occafion,  and 
indeed  when  tlie  advanced  period  of  thefeflion  was  conddered 
hefhould  think  it  trifling  with  the  convenience  of  the  Houfe, 
by  delaying  the  going  into  the  Committee  with  the  bill  a  mo-  • 
rocnt  longer  than  was  ncccflTary. 

Mr,  Sheridan  replied  that  with  regard  to  the  convenience  of  Mr. 
the  Houfe,  he  thought  the  right  honourable  gentleman  would  Sheridan. 
coDfoit  it  more  by  giving  time  for  Members  to  underfland 
the  bill, .  Mr.  Sheridan  was  proceeding  to  anfwer  Mr.  Pitt, 
^Ivfn  he  was  deiired  by  the  Chair  to  confine  himfelf  ftrid^ly 
to  explanation.  Mr.  Sheridan  then  faid  that  the  right  ho- 
nourable gentleman  had  attempted  to  ridicule  his  explanation, 
to  which,  in  explanation,  he  wiflied  to  ftate,  that  the  right 
bonourable  gentleman's  argument  was  pcrfeAly  ridiculous. 

Here  a  great  part  of  the  Houfe  laughed]  Mr.  Sheridan  re- 

^'Qiedhis  argument  onc«  more,  and  the  Houfe  calling  Chair! 
Vol.  XXVI.  CLq  Chair ! 
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Chair  !  in  wliich  cry  Mr*  Pitt  joined,  and  the  Speaker  there- 
^upon  again  defiring  that  Mr.  Sheridan  would  confine  hioifelf 
to  explanation,  and  Mr.  Sheridan  anfwered  that  he  would 
take  care  that  in  future  the.  right  honourable  gentleman 
fhould  be  as  ftri£ily  confined  to  explanation,  when  he  fpoke 
a  fecond  time,  as  he  had  been.  Mr.  Pitt  bowed  and  (at 
down. 
Mt.RolIe.  Mr.  RolU  obferved  that  the  parties  concerned  were  no 
ftrangers  to  the  bill,  becaufe  the  fmugglers,  upon  the  coafl 
of  the  county  which  he  had  the  honour  to  rcprefent,  had 
been  told  by  the  manufa£lurers  of  tobacco  that  there  muft  be 
an  end  of  their  connef^ion;  for  they  could  receive  no  more 
of  that  article  from  them. 

The  bill  was  then  ordered  to  be  committed  for  the  aK>r« 
row. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

7%urfdayy  i^th  June. 

Mr.  Mr.  Sheridan^  adverting  to  the  cafe  of  the  Royal  Scotch 

Sheridan  Burghs,  begged  leave  to  remind  the  Houfe  that  the  bill  for 
the  bringing  in  of  which  he  defigned  to  move  was  precifeLy 
of  that  natuie  which  the  Houfe  had  given  leave  to  have  in* 
troduced  in  a  former  feflion  of  Parliament ;  and  as  he  undei> 
flood  there ^ was  no  objeflion  to  the  principle  of  it,  and  that 
thofe  who  meant  to  oppofe  the  bill,  intended  to  make  their 
ftand  at  the  fecond  reading,  it  was  unnecefTary  for  him  to 
trouble  the  Houfe  with  more  than  a  very  few  words,^  juft  to 
Aate  that  the  condu£k  of  the  town  councils  of  the  leveral 
Royal  Burghs  of  Scotland,  as  it  now  prevailed,  was  not 
more  contradiflory  to  tiieir  original  charter  than  repugnant 
to  every  one  of  thofe  principles  of  juftice  and  propriety  to 
which  men  in  the  difcharge  of  a  delegated  trud  ought  (Irifily 
to  adhere.  On  the  fecond  reading  of  the  bill  he  would  fully 
ftate  th9  obje^s  of  it,  and  the  reafons  why  the  means  of  at- 
•  taining  thofe  objefls  which  the  bill  provided,  were  by  him 
deemed  fuch  as  the  Houfe  ought  to  adop^ ;  for  the  prefent  he 
£onfidered  it  as  fufficient  to  move  *^ 

*•  That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  bill  for  regulating  the 
**  internal  government  of  the  Royal  Burghs  in  Scotland.** 
Mr,  Mr.  Dundas  remarked  that,  reserving  himfelf-fcr  a  future 

Dundas.  opportunity,  he  ihould^now  only  declare  that  whenfocver  the 
honourable  gentleman  came  forward  with  his  reafons  for 
thinking  the  hill  advifeable,  'and  that  it  was  becoming  by 
one  fliort  claufe  to  pronounce  upon  the  conftitutions  of  the 
Royal  Burghs  of  Scotland,  wnich  had  continued  uninterrupt- 
edly ever  fmce  the  year  1400,  as  What  ought  not  to  continue, 
he  would  be  ready  to  aflign  his  reafons  for  differing  totally  in 
opinion  ftom  the  honourable  gentleman  upon  the  fubje£l. 
6  He 
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He  hoped^  therefore,  that  the  honourable  gentleman  would 
name  a  precife  day  for  the  fecond  reading,  and  keep  to  that 
day  when  he  had  named  it,  that  the  bill  might  not  be  kept 
hanging  in  the  wind  as  a  matter  in  terrorem. 

Mr  Sheridan  anfwcred  that  the  right  honourable  and  lear-      Mr. 
ned  gentleman  had  no  occafion  to  be  in  fo  very  great  a  hurry,  Sheridan, 
hecaufe  he  ought  to  recolJedl  that  they  had  waited  a  good 
while  for  him,  while  he  was  canvaiSng  in  Scotland. 

Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  defired  permifBon  to  explain  to  the  i^^^  pj^j^ 
Honfe  the  mifconception  which  had  taken  place  between  the 

Sntlemen  who  fubfcribed  for  the  tontine  (or  bill  of  furvivor- 
ip)  and  himfelf,  relative  to  the  commencement  of  the  inte- 
reft  that  the  tontine  was  to  bear.  After  going  through  the 
circumftances  of  the  error,  he  afEgncd^his  reafons  for  think* 
ing  that  the  fubfcribers  having  made  their  bargain  upon  the 
idea  that  the  whole  intereft  was  to  commence  from  the  fifth 
of  July,  had  a  reafonable  claim  upon  government  to  have  it 
fo  made  good  to  them ;  he,  therefore,  moved  for  an  inft ruc- 
tion, **  That  the  intereft,  after  the  rate  of  4  per  cent  on 
•*  i,cx>2,50ol.,  do  commence  on  the  fifth  day  of  July,  178c;.'* 

This  occafioned  a  converfatiorfon  the  fubjeft  between  Mr. 
Hufley,  Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt,  Mr.  Francis,  Mr.  Rofe,  and 
Mr*  Sheridan. 

Mr.  Dempjier  thought  the  propofal  as  meant  originally  by      Mr. 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  a  fair  one,  and  that  the  Dempfter. 
fubfcribers  might,  if  they  chofe  it,  recede  from  their  bargain* 

Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  mentioned  the  payment  on  the  feveral 
inftalments  which  had  been  made,  and  after  defending  his 
bargain,  obferved  that  he,  at  the  fame  time  thought  it  better 
to  give  up  fomething  from  the  public,  than  not  appear  to 
have  kept  good  ^ith  with  the  fubfcribers;  and  it  was  evident 
from  their  own  notes  and  calculations,  taken  at  the  time  of 
making  the  bargain,  that  they  had  adually  condu£led  their 
part  of  the  bargain  on  the  principle,  which  tliey  maintained  to 
have  been,  what  they  underftood  to  be  the  ground  of  the 
whole. 

Mr.  Hujfey  remarked  that  if  thev  fairly  underftood  fuch  to      Mr. 
have  been  their  bargain,  notwithftanding  that  it  had  turned    HuiTey. 
out  to  be  advantageous,  the  fubfcribers  ought  to  have  their 
bargain  made  good  to  them,  confiftently  with  what  they 
had  fnppofed  to  be  its  nature. 

Mr.  Drake  hoped  that  greater  care  would  be  taken  here-  Mr. Drake 
after,  and  that  all  future  bargains  might  be  more  explicitly 
and  fpecifically  fettled.        • 

Mr.  Sheridan  defired  to  be  informed  from  what  fource  it     Mr. 
was  intended  to  make  good  the  deduction  occafioned  by  the  Shcridao. 
fum  fo  given  to  the  fubfcribers  out  of  the  ways  and  means  ? 

Q^qa  Mr, 
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Mr.  Pitt.  Mr.  Chancellor  Pm  anfwered,  that  the  taxes  taken  to  pay 
the  intereAs  of  the  money  borrowed^  would  yield  more  than 
the  ten  thoufand  pounds  furplus. 

The  inftruflion  was  voted. 

Mr.  Beaufoy  moved  the  order  of  the  day,  for  going  into 
a  Committee  on  the  Revolution  Commemoration  Bill,  and 
ilated,  that  in  the  Committee,  he  fhould  move  for  the  Com- 
memoration to  take  place  on  the  Sunday  preceding  the  i6th 
of  December.  Sir  Henry  Hoghton  took  his  feat  at  the 
table. 
Mr,  Mr.  Hujfey  obferved,  that  if  hefaw  the  bill  In  its  true  light, 

BuiTey.  it  had  been  introduced  for  the  purpofe  of  deeply  imprinting 
upon  the  minds  of  the  people  the  glorious  exertions  of  thofe 
who  had  efiedled  the  Revolution,  and  the  rights  and  liberties 
which  had  been  fecured  to  the  nation  by  that  important  events 
and  thereby  inducing  them  to  watch  carefully  over  the  pre- 
servation of  thofe  rights  and  liberties,  fo  that  they  might 
defcend  unimpaired  and  entire  to  poilerity.  The  bill  conClled 
of  a  very  long  preamble,  and  only  two  ena£ting  claufes,  the 
objects  of  which  were  to  appoint  a  general  thankfgiving,  in 
commemoration  of  the  Revolution,  and  to  oblige  Minifters 
to  read  the  bill  over  to  their  congregations  on  every  Sunday^ 
preceding  the  26tb  of  December.  On  this  occafion,  lie 
fhould  beg  leave  to  propofe  an  alteration  in  the  preamble, 
with  a  view  the  better  to  carry  the  obje£t  of  the  bill  into  ef- 
fe£V,  if  that  which  he  had  defcribed  was,  as  he  believed  it  to 
be,  thr  true  objedl  of  ir.  As  the  preamble  flood  at  prefent, 
the  Words  were,  **  And  whereas  thefe  bleflings  have  been  ef- 
**  fe£ted  under  the  protection  of  Almighty  God,"  he  wifhed 
to  infert  a  few  words,  fo  that  the  fentence  might  read  as  fol- 
lows :  *^  Whereas  thefe  bleflings  have  been  effe£ted  hy  the 
*^  virtuous  efforts  of  our  anceftors,  under  the  prote<5tion  of 
.  *'  Almighty  God,  &c.''  In  juAification  of  this  amendment, 
Mr.  Hufley  obferved,  that  it  was  furely  political  to  hold  out 
to  the  people,  all  that  happened  to  men  was  the  confequence 
of  their  adions,  and  to  hold  out  at  the  fame  time,  that  vir- 
tuous adtions  were  favoured  by  Providence.  This  would 
induce  the  people  to  take  care,  that  by  their  own  negligent 
or  imprudent  conduiSl,  they  did  not  forfeit  thofe  efTential  ad- 
vantages which  the  wife  and  virtuous  condu6l  of  their  ancef- 
tors  had  obtained  for  them.  Another  alteration  which  he 
fhould  propofe  was,  that  there  fhould  be  no  fettled  form  of 
"grayer,  but  that  the  bill  fhould  be  read  immediately  before 
the  general  thankfgiving  in  all  churches  and  chapels,  &c.  and 
that  it  fhould  be  read,  as  the  honourable  gentleman  who  in- 
troduced the  bill  bad  fuggefled,  on  the  Sunday  preceding  the 
1 6th  of  December,  when  the  i6th  of  December  did  not  fall 
•i\^  Sunday. 

Mr. 
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Mr.  inlaid,  if  the  Revolution  muft  be  fpecially  comrac-  Mr,  Pyt, 
moratedy  he  fliould  think  the  5th  of  November,  when  a  part 
of  the  fervicc  of  the  day  referred  to  it,  would  be  the  fitteft 
time  for  it, 

Sir  JoftpbMawbey  remarked,  that  he  was  not  in  the  Hoafe,  sir  Jofc|A 
on  a  former  day,  when  debates  had  arifen  on  the  bill  then  Mawbey. 
before  the  Committee;  but  though  as  firm  a  friend  to  the 
Revolution  as  any  man  in  that  Houfe,  and  though  he  enter* 
tained  as  grateful  a  fenie  of  the  bleflings  that  had  followed 
from  it,  he  could  not,  upon  confidering  the  circumllances 
that  had  led  to  its  introdu£lion,  but  think  it  an  improper  bill 
to  be  entertained.     The  faiSls  to  which  he  alluded,  Sir  Jofeph  , 

faid,  had  been  thefe :  a  particular  political  party  had  thought 
it  right  to  publifh  propofals  for  ere£iing  a  column  in  honour 
of  the  Revolution  ;  another  political  party,  who  had  been  a 
Committee  on  the  Weftminfter  eledbion,  had  felt  jealous  at 
this,  and  had  faid  to  themfelves,  "  We  will  not  fubfcribe 
*'  to  their  column  in  honour  of  the  Revolution,  but  we  will 
**  have  a  plan  of  oifr  own  to  commemorate  it/'  Thence  the 
prefent  bill.  Had  the  original  intention  of  it  been  adhered 
to,  that  of  making  a  new  holiday,  and  enforcing  a  given 
day  of  the  year  in  commemoration  of  the  Revolution,  he 
Ihould  have  been  mod  decidedly  againft  it ;  becaufe  a  day  of 
thankfgiving  was,  to  common  people,  who  were  thereby 
taken  from  their  labour  and  honed  induftry,  a  day  of  pro- 
fligacy and  idlenefs.  They  hurried  away  to  the  alehoufe, 
and  fpent  the  time  in  drunkennefs,  curfing  and  fwearing,  and 
all  manner  of  debauchery.  But,  he  now  underftood  ihat  it 
was  to  be  oBferved  on  a  Sunday,  and  the  a£t  was  to  be  read 
over  in  every  church  and  chapel.  That  was,  in  his  opinion, 
on  more  grounds  than  one,  highly  objeftionable.  Let  it  be 
Gonfidered,  in  particular,  what  a  burden  it  laid  upon  that 
defcription  of  humble  curates,  of  whom  there  were  unfor- 
tunately but  too  many,  who  had  to  ferve  three  or  four 
churches  on  a  Sunday.  Thofe  poor  parfons  were  to  undergo 
the  trouble  of  reading  the  bill  three  or  four  times  over  in  one 
day,  whereas  they  were  fufficiently  fatigued  already.  In 
hStj  the  whole  bufinefs  originated  in  a  race  for  popularity 
between  two  parties;  the  one  a  fet  of  gentlemen  with  buff 
waidcoafts,  the  other  with  red  capes  to  their  coats,  who 
thought  the  Revolution  a  favourable  inftrument  to  feize  Up- 
on, and  were  trying  which  (hould  obtain  the  moft  popular 
rity  by  manifeiling  their  zeal  and  attachment  to  that  event* 
Ot  the  two,  he  thought  the  plan  of  erefling  a  column  the 
moft  eligible.  There  was  fomcthing  to  feaft  the  eye,  fome- 
thing  grand  and  ornamental  in  it ;  but,  upon  the  whole,  he 
conceived  that  it  did  not  become  that  Houfe,  ferioufly  ind 
jrately,  to  prdceed  to  pafs  a  law,  bying  an  xrkfome  burden 

upon 
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upon  poor  parfons,  merely  becaufe  two  political  parties  chofe 
to  run  a  race  for  popularity.  In  objedling  to  the  bill,  he 
trailed  that  as  the  whole  tenor  of  his  political  life  had  proved 
the  contrary,  no  perfon  who  heard  him  would  think  him  lefs 
fincerely  a  friend  to  the  Revolution  than  any  one  of  the  moft 
zealous  advocates  for  either  of  the  two  plans. 
Mr.  I,  H.  Mr,  Ifuac  Hawkins  Browne  thought  that  period,  of  all 
Browne,  others,  the  mod  feafonahle,  for  ferioufly  and  foberly  eftab- 
li(hing  a  religious  commemoration  of  the  Revolution,  when 
two  con  ending  parties  were  running  a  race  of  popularity, 
and  anxroufly  endeavouring  which  mould  mod  efftStuMj 
manifejl  their  zealous  attachment  and  veneration  for  that 
important  event,  from  which  confequences  of  the  mofl  in- 
yaluahle  nature  to  every  friend  of  civil  liberty  had  arifen. 
They  certainly  could  not  take  a  better  time  for  the  eftablifh- 
tnent  of  fuch  a  commemoration  than  the  prefent;  and  it  was 
to  be  confidered  not  as  calculated  to  anfwer  a  party  purpofc, 
as  mod  of  the  thankfgiving  (ervices  were,  but  as  a  grand  na- 
tional objeA.  With  regard  to  what  had  fallen  from  an  ho- 
nourable  gentleman,  relative  to  an  alteration  of  the  preamble 
of  the  bill,  he  very  much  approved  of  the  principle  of  the 
propofed  amendment,  but  he  thought  the  manner  of  it  might 
be  improved  ;  if  inftead  of  *^  the  virtuous  efforts  of  our  an- 
**  ceftors  under  the  proteflion  of  Almighty  God,**  it  were 
to  run  "  the  bleflings  of  Almighty  God,  or  of  Divine  Pro- 
**  vidence,  upon  the  virtuous  efforts  of  our  anceflors,'*  he 
conceived  the  conftruflion  of  the  fentence  would  l«e  more 
proper,  and  the  two  principles  which  they  moft  wifhed  to 
inculcate,  the  principles  of  liberty  and  piety,  would  be  more 
ftrongly  enforced.  Mr.  Brown  entered  into  an  argument  to 
prove  that  as  the  practices  of  the  Church  of  England  and  of 
the  Church  of  Scotland,  in  the  performance  of  religious  woi> 
ftiip,  were  different,  the  Minifters  of  the-  latter  always 
preaching  and  praying  extempore,  and  thofe  of  the  former 
according  to  an  authorized  form,  a  fet  form  of  thankfgiving 
prayer  fliould  be  drawn  up  for  the  Church  of  England  Mi- 
nifters; and  the  Scotch  Minifters,  according  to  theufage  of 
the  Kirk,  be  left  to  pray  upon  the  fubje£l  at  their  own  dif- 
cretion.  He  coincided  in  opinion,  that  it  was  better  to  ce- 
lebrate the  commemoration  of  the  Revolution  on  a  Sunday, 
than  on  any  other  day ;  and  he  thought  the  fit  time  of  the 
fervice  to  read  the  a^  of  Parliament  would  be  after  the  Ni* 
cene  Creed. 
Mr.  Mr.  Sheridan  agreed  completely  with  the  honourable  gen- 

fthtridan,  .tleman,  that  the  fitteft  time  to  eftabliih  a  commemoration  of 
the  Revolution  was,  when  parties,  otherwife  oppofite,  con- 
curred in  endeavouring  which  ftiould  beft  conpmemorate  that 
important  event ;  but  he  differed  from,  the  worthy  Baronet 

i* 
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inonerefped,  becaofe,  fo  f^r  from  chinking  the  gentlemen 
on  the  other  fide  would  not  fubfcribe  to  their  colu  r  n*  they 
reckoned  on  their  fuhfcrihing  largely,  as  they  were  ready  to 
fubfcribe  to  their  thankfeiving;  but  from  what  the  honour- 
able Baronet  had  faid  in  favour  of  their  column  plan,  {hould 
there  be  a  deficiency,  they  had  now  lenrnt  that  they  might 
look  up  to  him  for  large  refources.  With  regard  to  the 
trouble  the  bill  would  give  the  parfons,  when  it  was  confi- 
dered  how  eflentially  benefited  the  Church  had  been  by  the 
Revolution,  it  furely  could  not  be  improper  to  oblige  the 
niniftersof  it  once  a  year  to  put  themfei\e$,  a$  well  as  their 
congregations,  in  mind  of  that  event,  from  which  the. 
Church  had  decived  fuch  very  important  advantages.  A% 
to  whether  the  wording  of  the  preamble  ihou Id  ftand,  as  the 
amendment  had  been  firft  propofed  by  an  honourable  gentle- 
man near  him,  or  whether  it  ihould  run  •*  That  God's  pro- 
•'  vidence  upon  the  virtuous  efforts  of  our  anceftors,  &c.  Sec.** 
Mr.  Sheridan  faid,  appeared  to  him  to  be  a  matter  of  imma- 
terial (ign'fication  ;  and  the  contending  about  fo  very  a  trifle^ 
reminded  him,  if  it  were  not  thought  too  ludicrous  a  com^ 
parifon  for  the  occafion,  of  uhat  Dogberry  faid  in  Shake- 
fpeare'splay  pf  "Much  Ado  about  Nothing,"  when  in  the 
examination  of  Conrade  and  Borachio,  he  fays,  "  Write  God 
**  firft;  for  God  defend,  but  God  (hould  go  before  fuch  vil- 
"  lains.''  i. 

The  Committee  then  pcoceeded  to  fill  up  the  blanks,  when 
fome  farther  converfation  followed  about  the  period  of  the 
fervice,  at  which  the  Commemoration  fhould  be  intio* 
doced. 

Sir  fVHUam  Dolben  corroborated  what  Sir  Tofeph  Mawbey  sfr  Wm.   • 
had  faid,  relative  to  the  poor  curates,  and  declared,  they   Dol^t. 
were  as  fit  objeds  of  a  fubfcription  as  the  Commemoration  ^ 

of  the  Revolution,  either  by  a  column,  or  a  fpecial  day  «  f 
thankfgiving.  But,  as  to  the  introdu6iion  of  theCommemo 
tation,  he  thought  at  the  end  of  the  fervice«  and  before  th# 
fermon,  would  be  the  proper  place  to  introduce  it. 

It  was  fettled,  that  in  the  Church  of  England,  the  bill 
ftould  be  read  over  before  the  fermon,  and  in  the  Kirk  of 
Scotland,  at  the  end  of  the  bleffing* 

Having  gone  through  the  bill.  Sir  Henry  Hoghton  was  di** 
reded  to  report  it  on  the  enfuing  Monday. 

The  order  of  the  day  being  read  for  going  into  a  Commit- 
tee on  the  Tobacco  Regulation  Bill,  Mr.  Burges  took  his  (eat 
3it  the  table,  and  the  Committee  proceeded  to  hear  counfel  in 
fupport  of  the  petition  againft  the  bill,  from  the  merchantSy 
inanufa6turers,  and  dealers  in  tobacco  and  fnuff,  of  the  city 
of  London. 
The  Houfe  was  at  length  refamed,  and  adjourned. 
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Friday^  2ith  June. 

Mr.  Sheridan  brought  in  his  bill  for  regulating  tbe  Royal 
Scotch  boroughs,  which  was  read  a  firft  time,  and  upon  mo-- 
tion  ordered  to  be  read  a  fecond  timet 

Sir  James      ^^^  Jonuf  Jobnftcene  declaring  that  much  reform  was  want- 

Johnfione  cd  in  Scotland,  and  in  a  variety  of  particulars  that  reform 
which,  the  bill  held  out  wasneedlefs;  and  therefore,  unlefs 
the  honourable  gentleman  would  fay.  that  he  introduced  the 
bill  merely  to  amufe  the  Houfe,  and  did  not  mean  ferioufly 
to  .urge  it,  he  would  count  the  Houfe« 
]^r.  ^>^*  Sheridan  affured  tbe  honourable  Baronet,  that  he  had  , 

Sheridan,  not  brought  in  tbe  bill  merely  to  amufe  the  Houfe,  but  with 
a  ferious  intention  of  endeavouring  to  get  it  pafled  into  a  law. 
He  hoped,  therefore,  that  the  honourable  Baronet  would 
not  pur  an  end  to  it,  and  interrupt  the  other  important  bu- 
fmefs  of  tbe  day,  by  countitig  the  Houfe.  If  the  wort^iy 
Baronet  could  prove  that  the  grievance  complained  of  did 
not  exift,  let  him  come  to  the  point,  and  do  fo  on  tlie  fecond 
reading.  The  petitioners  for  the  bill  were  ready  tp  prove 
every  fa<^  which  the  bill  Aated  as  an  exiiling  evil. 

^ir  James    '  Sir  Jamei  Johnftone  anfwered,  that   he  underftood  it  was 

Johnftoae  nbt  genteel  to  put  an  end  to  a  bill  in  the  way  that  he  had 
pcopofed,  and  therefore  the  honourable  gentleman  might  con- 
tinue to  amufe  himfelf  and  the  Houfe  with  the  bill  fomefew. 
days  longer. 

The  order  of  the  day  having  been  read  for  going  into  a 
Committee  to  hear  farther  evidence  in  behalf  of  the  petitions 
againft  the  Tobacco  Regulation  Bill, 
Mr.  Mr.  Sheridan  obferved  that,  confidering  the  greatnefs  of 

Sherida»*  the  fubjedt,  it  was  extremely  to  be  lamented,  that  it  bad  been 
brought  forward  fo  near  the  clofe  of  the  feffion,  when  un* 
fortunately  fo  much  of  the  eilentia]  bufuiefsf  of  the  feffion  was 
before  the  Houfe.  In  fo  thin  a  Houf^^  the  bill  could  not 
meet  the  attention  whicK  its  importance  deferved,  and  there- 
fore, as  gentlemen  did  not  like  the  trouble  of  attendance  to 
heiar  the  examination  of  the  witneQes,  he  wiihed  that  the 
right  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Pitt)  would  allow  th«  evi- 
dence of  each  day  to  be  printed,  day  by  day,  that  the  Mem* 
hers  of  the  Houfe  might  have  an  opportunity  of  knowing 
what  pafled,  and  enable  therofelves  fully  to  underftand  tbe 
fubjed,  before  it  became  neceflary  to  vote  upon  it. 

Mr.  Pitt.  Mr.  Chancellor  Pat  admitted,  that  It  would  be  exceedingly 
idle  to  attempt  to  pafs  a  bill  of  fuch  importance  to  the  reve- 
nue^  without  endeavouring  at  leaft  to  have  it  perfeAly  un- 
4frfiood.  He  hadfome  doubt,  however,  as  tp  the  propriety 
of  printing  the  evidence,  day  by  day,  becaufe,  as  a  good  deal 
of  new  lii^htwas  frequently,  obtail^ed  by.  crofs-e)[amin^tion, 

it 
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it  would  not  eonvey,  any  complete  information  to  the  Mem? 
bers,  if  the  evidence  of  the  witnefles  were  printed  before  they 
had  been  crofs  examined.  He  had  no  objeSion  to  printing 
the  evidence  as  faft  as  the  examination  of  each  witnefs  was 
concluded,  or  fo  as  to  give  very  fufficiept  time  for  gentle- 
men to  make  themfelves  mafters  of  it,  before  the  report  waa 
made. 

Mr.  SberiJan  anfwered,  that  the  right  honourable  gentle*     Mr. 
man'*  mode  of  printing  the  evidence  would  equally  fatisfy  fthcridta. 
him. 

Some  evidences  having  been  examined^  the  Houfe  ad- 
journed. 

On  putting  the  queftion,  moved  by  Mr*  Pulteney^  in 
confequence  of  the  illnefs  of  fome  Members  of  the  Commit* 
tecy  ^*  That  the  Committee  have  leave  to  adjourn  to  Wed* 
•*  nefday," 

Mr.  Adam  begged  leave  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Houfe  Mr. Adam 
to  the  fpirit  and  purview  of  the  ad  of  Parliament,  which 
provided,  that  the  Committee  might  ftill  continue  to  fit,  in 
difcharge  of  their  duty,  if  not  more  than  four  of  its  Mem- 
bers were  abfent,  in  confequence  of  indifpofition.  This 
proved,  that  it  was  meant  that  a  Committee  fhould  neven 
conlift  of  lefs  x\\zxi  eleven,  and  that  it  was  fo  ordered,  that 
theduty.oftheCommittees  might  be  conduced  with  fufficient; 
convenience  to  the  fever al  parties.  A  ftrong  cafe  ought^ 
therefore,  to  be  made  out,  before  permiflion  to  adjourn  wa& 
granted  after  four  Members  had  been  abfent  through  indif- 
pofition.  In  the  prefent  inftance,  from  what  the  Houfe  had 
heard,  he  thought  an  adjournment  to  Wednefday  neceflary  ; 
bat  he  had  thrown  out  the  little  he  had  faid,  to  remind  the 
Hou(e»  what  was  the  meaning  of  the  a6l  of  Parliament,  and^ 
to  enCu-ce  its  being  ftri£lly  obferved,  by  their  avoiding  to 
eftabliib  a  mifchievous  precedent. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Tuefday^  jptbjum. 
No  material  debate  occurred. 

Sir  William  Dolben  moved,  ««  That  the  Houfe  do  rf  fplvc, 
**  itfelf  iiHo  a  Committee  of  the  whole  Houfe,  to  confider. 
^  of  the  bounties  to  be  allowed,  in  certain  cafes,  to  maf- 
<<  ters  and  furgeons  of  fhips  employed  in  the  conveyance  of; 
"  flaves  from  the  coaft  of  Africa.^' 

As  our  readers  may.  deei[n  it  quite  fufficient,  if  we  lay  be- 
fore tfacm  only  theLi(npoitsuU  parts  of.thamufibragitated  and 

Vol.  3^X ¥!•  1^  r  f^^xmi  aUy- 
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Enerally-underftood  queilion  concerning  the  flave  Xvzie^  we 
all  briefly  obferve,  that  a  (bort  and,  perhaps,  lefs  intei-efl^ 
ing  debate  than  ufual,  enfued  between  Lord  Penrhyn,  Mr, 
Stanley,  Mr.  Gafcoynei  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer^ 
fpd  Sir  William  Dolben,  and  that  the  refulc  was,  that  the 
queftlon  was  agreed  to,  and  the  Houfe  went  into  a  Commit* 
tee  (Mr.  W.  Smith  in  the  chair)  and  voted  feveral  bounties. 

The  fame  were  ordered  to  bp  reported  upon  the  morrow, 
when  Sir  William  Dolben  obferyed,  hp  ihould  brir  g  in  the 
bill. 

Mr.  SheriflFCurtis,  at  the  bar,  prefented  a  petition  from 
the  Lord  Mayor,  Aldermen,  and  Common  Coqncil  of  the 
city  of  London,  complaining  of  the  tobi^cco  bill  as  an  alarm- 
ing extenfion  of  the  excife,  and  praying  to  be  heard  by  their 
CQunfel  againft  it. 

Mr.  Ald(.'rmaQ  Watfon  made  the  nepeffiry  motion  for 
their  being  heard  by  their  counfel. 
Mrp  Pitt.  Mr.  Chancellor  Pin  remarked,  that  although  no  man  felt 
a  ftronger  conviflion  than  himfelf  that  every  petitipn  comin|^ 
from  fo  great  and  refpe£lable  a  body  as  the  city  of  Lon  ion, 
was  entitled  to  be  treated  with  all  poiTible  refpe^  and  atten- 
tion ;  yet,  he  belieyed  it  to  be  a  princip^e,  never  to  hear  any 
Eerfons  at  the  bar  of  the  Houfe  by  their  counfel  againft  a  bill, 
ut  when  they  dated  that  they  had  an  immediate  intereft  in 
fuch  bill,  and  that  if  it  pafled  into  a  law,  their  intereft  would 
be  materially  afFedled.  That  not  being  the  cafe  in  the  pre- 
fent  inftance,  he  ftipuld  take  the  liberty  of  moving,  *'  to  leave 
*f  out  all  the  words  after  the  \fords  **  lie  on  the  table." 
|bfr.  AI4.  Mr.  Alderman  fVatfon  contended  that  the  petitioners  were 
'^atfon.  interefted  in  the  bill,  and  that  immediately  \  they  had  ware- 
hqqfes  and  other  buildings  wherein  the  manuf;i<5ture  was  car- 
ried on,  which  would  become  untenanted,  in  confequence  of 
the  tobacco  manufadprers  laying  down  their  buflnffs,  which,| 
according  to  an  advert ifeinent  from  a  moft  refpeAable  body 
of  men,  he  faw  fiiany  of  them  would  do,  provided  that  the 
intended  a6t  ihould  ever  be  put  in  force. 

Mr.  Chancellor  Pi|t'$  amendment  W4S  carried,  and  the  pe* 
tition  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 
I^r.  Mr.  Dtn^pjler  begged  leave  to  prefent  a  petition  from  a^ 

jOtropiler-  number  of  newfmen,  ivrhd  por^fidered  themfelves  in  danger 
of  having  their  interefts  very  materially  injured  Wy  ^_  plaufe  in 
ttie  bill  before  the  Houfe^  impofing  an  additional  duty  on 
newfpapeA.  That  claufe  was  not  a  part  of  the  bill  original- 
ly, but  had  been  introduced  in  it  by  certain  perfons  who 
wanted  to  prevent  others  of  the  fame  trade  frpm  deriving  an 
isqual  fhare  of  profit  from  their  bufinefs.  His  p|ie(ent  petition 
pbnts^ihe^  different  allegations  from  the  former*  With  T^gsin^ 
|()  t|^e  not  fufitring  petitiops  |q  be  orefented  in  |l|e  fame  fef- 
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£on  in  which  a  tax  pafled,  Mr.  Dempfter  faid,  if  it  came  a 
year  after  the  injury)  the  petitioners  wifhed  to  obferve  that 
it  would  come  too  late  to  be  of  any  fervice.     Mention  had 
been  made  of  precedents ;  he  did  not  pretend  to  have  every 
chapter  and  page  of  the  journals  in  his  memory,  and  there- 
fore he  could  not,  on  a   fudden,  give  any  anfwer  as  to  th« 
fat^v ;  but  he  had  (jnce  referred  to  them,  and  he  had  found  fe* 
teral  precedents  as  to  petitioners  being  heard  againft  reguU* 
tions  contained  in  a  tax  bill,  and  one  againft  a  tax  itfelf.     He 
itoentioneJ  that  the  latter  was  in  the  year  1780,  when  the 
£xpence  Was  put  Upon  the  malt ;  and  he  added,  that  the 
liawkers  and  pedlers  had  been  heard  upon  the  biU  affeAinj; 
them,  when  it  was  before  f  he  Houfe. 

The  Speaker  apprehended  that  it  had  long  been  thought  TIm 
the  rule  of  the  Houfe  not  to  receive  petitions  againft  a  tax  Speaker, 
bill,  till  after  the  ill  confequences  of  it  had  been  afcertainedy 
and  that  the  rule  had  obtained  on  two  principles :  firft,  that 
when  that  Houfe  voted  a  tax  in  aid  oJF  the  current  fervicet 
of  the  year,  it  proceeded  on  the  exigency  of  the  cafe,  which 
would  not  admit  of  delay  ;  and  therefore,  the/ did  not  fufier 
the  pafling  the  tax  into  a  law  to  be  procraflioated  by  hearing 
the  parties  interefted  againft  it ;  and  fecondly,  the  Houie 
claimed  to  itfelf  the  credit  of  having  fufficiently  apprized  it- 
felf of  the  probable  confequences  of  any  tax,  before  it  was 
voted  as  an  article  of  ways  and  means.  There  might  polBbly 
be  modes  adopted,  by  which  petitioners  againft  a  regu* 
lation  in  a  tax  bill  might  be  heard,  either  by  feparating  the 
regulation  from  the  body  of  the  bill^  and  making  it  a  bill  of 
itfelf,  or  in  fome  other  way. 

Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  faid,  that  even  if  the  petition  were  Mr.Pitt* 
not  prefented,  there  would  be  full  time  for  the  difcufllon  of 
its  merits  in  the  future  ftages  of  the  bill.  The  honourable 
gentleman  over  the  way  had  contended,  that  the  petitioners 
ought  to  be  heard  before  the  bill  pafled,  and  not  afterwards  ; 
whereas  the  rule  andpraf^iceof  the  Houfe  undoubtedly  had 
been  the  reverfe  of  that  reafoning,  and  clearly  for  the  fake  of 
accommodating  Government  in  paffing  Supply  bills.  If  the 
rul9  were  different,  every  tax  would  be  oppofed,  and  Coun-* 
fel  defired  to  be  heard  againft  it.  With  regard  to  the  prece« 
dents  ftated  by  the  honourable  gentleman,  that  refpe(9ing 
hawkers  and  pedlers,  which  feemed  to  have  fome  (imilarity 
to  this,  was,  in  fa6l,  a  very  different  cafe.  There  the 
hawkers  petitioned  ajgainft  a  regulation  impofing  an  addi- 
tional duty  upon  themfelves ;  but,  in  the  prefent  inftance,  it 
was  a  regulation  to  aid  the  fupply  The  regulation  was 
againft  perfons  hiring  newfpapers,  infteading  of  buying  theoS^ 
and  therefore  was  material  to  the  fale  of  newfpapers,  upott 
whi^  alene  the  increafe  of  the  revenue  depended.    If  an  ad« 
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ditronal  tax  oh  newfpapers  were  an  additional  motive  for  hir- 
ing, and  not  buying,  newfpapers,  and  if  it  were  allowed  that 
it  defeated  not  only  the  revenue,  but  that  particular  revenue 
iFor  the  obtainroent  of  which  an  additional  duty  on  newfpapers 
was  impofed,  it  furely  muft  be  admitted,  that  the  petition 
in  favour  of  perfons  carrying  on  fuch  a  pra£lice,  was  a  peti* 
tion  clire£l!y  againft  the  tax  itfelf,  and  could  not,  confidently 
with  the  rules  of  the  Houfe,  be  received. 

Sir  Grey  *Sir  Grey  Cooptr  obferved,  that  ahhough  he  could  not  con- 
Cooper*  ^ond  againfl  the  clearnefs  of  the  rule  laid  down  by  the  "Spea- 
ker, yet,  he  felt  much  concern  at  perceiving  it  enforced  from 
the  Chair  with  fo  much  ftridnefs  and  feverity.  He  well  re- 
membered the  precedent  of  the  year  1780,  refpeSing  the 
tixpence  on  the  malt  duty,  which  Sir  George  Saville  con- 
tended was  a  regulation  of  a  tax,  and  not  a  tax  itfelf,  and 
under  that  conftruiHon  the  petitioners  had  been  admitted  to 
"be  heard,  ^ir  Grey  thought  that  precedents  ought  to  be 
iearched  for ;  he  knew  there  were  many,  fince,  on  referring 
fo  the  journals  in  the  year  1780,  they  found  in  one  year 
thirteen  precedents  on  each  fide.  He  declared  himfelf  inclined 
to  think  the  prefent  petition  within  tl>e  regulation,  and  that 
there  was  colour  to  believe  that  the  tax  would  be  as  good 
with  the  petition  as  wiihout  it. 
I^f,  Mr.  Dempjier  faid,  that  fince   the   tax   was   lad  laid    on 

Pcmpftcr.  newfpapers,  two  or  three  hundred  people  near  the  public 
buildings  derived  fupport,  without  hurting  the  revenue,  from 
lending  tiewfpapers  to  read. 

Mr.  Pitt.  Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  anfwered,  that  he  had  no  manner  o£ 
objefling  to  meeting  the  petitioners  in  argument ;  but,  as 
there  was  other  buhnefs,  and  gentlemen  wiflied  to  enquire 
after  precedents,  he  would  recommend  it  to  the  Houfe  to  ad- 
journ the  confideration  of  the  fuhjeft  to  a  future  day. 
The  queftion  was  put,  and  the  debate  adjourned. 
Mr.  Dundas  moved,  that  the  papers  relative  to  the  Eaft- 
India  Company's  affairs  in  India,  which  had  been  prefented 
by  Mr,  Ramfay  and  Mr»  Morton,  be  referred  to  a  Committee 
of  the  whole  Houfe. 

The  motion  having  been  agreed  to,  the  Houfe  refolved  it- 
felf'into  the  faid  Committee,  when  Lord  Frederick  Campbell 
took  his  feat  as  Chairman. 
Mr.  -  Mr.  Dnndas  begged  leave  at  the  outfet  of  the  remarks  upon 
Dundaf.  which  it  would  be  neceflary  for  him  to  enter,  to  call  to.the  re- 
membrance of  the  Committee  the  manner  of  forming  theac* 
counts  of  the  revenues  of  the  Indian  prefid^nctes  and  the 
charges  upon  them^  which  he  had  adopted  ever  fince  it  had 
l)een  his  duty  to  fiate  to  them  yearly  the  fituation  of  both ; 
and,  for  the  fake  of  avoiding  mifconception  on  the  part  of 
thofe  who  beard  him>  he  would  tranflate  the  India  currency 

into 


A.t^t^.  2>    E    B    A  T   fe   ^.  3oy 

into  fterling  6ritifli  money  2s*ht  proC^titdy  Which  w6uld,  Vb 
ftitteredliimrelf,  1>e  iccined  mofe  ihrelllglbte  linguage'by'tte 
generality  of  liis  Heinfrs. 

The  lefult  of  the  ftaYeifteKt  of  rtrt  pt^cejJiiigyieSir,  JFoturfrf; 
upon  the  accounts  tlien  produced,  ;(nd  referred  to  thfc  Cohi- 
tnittecy  araouhted  tb'thb  fiim  of  i,28(;,^79l.  Thfe  flrftpOlnt 
to  be  now  afcertaine^  was  the  teil  ambunt  of  (bit  public  Y^- 
venue  m  India.  In  Hie  ftateraent  df  tbfe  laft  yfcar  the  refolu- 
tloos  which  lie  moved  on  this  fubjeA  vfeft  founded  upon  att 
eftimate  of  the  ^rohabTe  fec^ipts  and  difburfements  for  xh)t 
years  1787-8,  but  having  no  fuch  account  this  year  frofn  Beii- 
gz\i  fertile  fame  reafon  given  in  the  papers  on  the  table  (No. 
if)hoVever  he  was  furnifhed  with  the  meSins  of  giving  thcfm 
information  oat  of  them  in  a  manner  which  they  would  pto^ 
hablj  contider  as  more  fatisfaAory.  He  would  give  thi^ite 
the  eftimates  of  that  year  compared  with  the  a6tual  prodod^ 
of  the  (ame  year.  They  were'eftimated  at  5,06,48,906  cur- 
rent rupees,  5,064,890!.,  and  from  the  account  now  upon 
the  table  (No,  3)  they  turned  out  to  be  '5, 1 8,27, 1 17  rupees^ 
5tt82,7l  li.,  which  is  above  1 1  lacks  more  than  the  eftimate 
11,78,211  rupees,  11 7,8211. 

Another  proof  appeared  that  this  was  not  an  exaggerated 
Rate  of  the  revenues;  he  meant  that  which  arofe  from  a  com- 
parifon  with  the  average  formed  out  of  this  and  two  former 
years.  It  was  true  that  average  amounted  only  to 
5108,87,655  rupees,  5,088,765!.,  which  was  nine  lacks  be- 
low the  aflual  produce  of  this  year.  But  if  any  objeAioii 
fliould  arife  Trbm  tliat  circuihftancb,  it  might  be  done  away, 
by  noticing  that  the  firft  year  of  that  average  happened  t6 
be  remarkably  low,  amounting  to  4998,91,783  rupees, 
4)988,1781.9  whereas  the  fecond  amounted  to  5,09,44,064 
rupees,  5,094,4061.,  and  the  third  an>ounted  to  5,18,27,117 
rupees,  5,182,711!.,  fo  that  it  feemed  to  have  been  an  in- 
creafing  revenue  during  thefe  three  years.  Still  more  alfo 
would  this  reafoning  become  corroborated  by  taking  an  ave- 
rage of  the  three  years  previous  to  1785-6,  as  appeared  in 
the  refolutions  of  laft  year,  according  to  which  the  revenue 
amoQuted  to  5,21,88,146  rupees,  5,218,8141. 

It  was  upon  all  thefe  data  that  he  fhould  conclude  himfelf* 
tullyjuftified  in  deiiring  the  Committee,  in  their  examination 
of  this  fubje£t,  to  <!on(ider  tlie  revenues  (as  they  adually 
turned  out)  to  be  agreeable  to  the  a£tual  produce  of  lau 
y«ar,  which  was  5,18,27,1 17  rupees,  5,182,7111.  rfe  was 
2ware  that  in  this  ftatemeht  he  might  be  mformed  that  the 
revenue  would  not  anfwer  to  that  amount,  becauffe  the  go- 
vernment cuftoms  Were-aboliflied,  which,  in  the  account  h> 
which  he  referred,  were  ftafed  at  about  ilB  lacln;  ^s  he  had 
Qo  account  of  the  revenue  of  any  year  iuice  the  reduAion,  he 
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could  only  proceed  on  the  account  before  them,  and  ihould 
do  that  without  much  apprehenfion  of  future  failure,  on  this 
account,  becaufe  the  opinion  which  led  to  the  abolition  of  the 
cufloms,  ought,  at  the  fame  time,  to  have  led  to  an  ezpec* 
tatioh  of  an  increafe  of  revenue  in  other  refpeds,  by  its  opera- 
tion on  the  trade  and  profperity  of  tlie  country.  It  would^ 
likewiie,  be  obferved,  that  the  Calcutta  cuftoms  were  not 
abolifhed,  and  for  the  fame  reafon  would  probably  increafe. 

Upon  this  account  was  it  that  he  confidered  the  revenues 
of  Bengal  torifing  to  5.18,27,117  rupees,  5,182,7111.  For 
the  fame  reafon,  as  already  ftated  with  refpc^  to  the  revenues, 
he  could  not  fuggeft  any  refolution  refpeding  the  charge  for 
the  years  1788-9;  but  it  was  probable  that  what  he  had  to 
ftate  would  be  more  fatisfadlory,  becaufe  it  would  (hew  them 
what  the  charges  of  the  years  1787-8  a£tually  turned  out  to 
be,  compared  with  what  he,  the  laft  year,  ftated  to  them  upon 
eftimate  they  would  be.  In  the  refolution  he  moved  lad 
year  he  fuggefted  that  the  charges  would  amount  to 
3,06,62,401  rupees,  3,066,2401.  But  the  adual  account  of 
fibiat  expenditure  amounted  only  to  (No.  3)  3*04,67,767 
rupees,  3,046,7761.,  which  the  Committee  would  obferve 
was  about  two  lacks  lefs  than  the  eftimate.  So  that  dedu£b- 
ing  the  a£lual  charges  of  the  years  1787-8,  from  the  actual 
revenues  of  that  year,  the  net  revenues  (per  No.  3)  amount- 
ed to  2,13,59,350  rupees,  2,135,935!.,  and  the  refult  of  the 
joining  the  excefs  of  revenues  to  the  decreafe  of  charges,  was 
a  fum  of  13  lacks  in  favour  of  the  adlual  account  compar.  d 
with  the  eftimated  one,  13,72,845  rupees^  or  137,2841. 
fterllng. 

In  fiating  the  revenues  and  expences  of  Madras,  he  was 
pofTeiTed  of  the  account  of  probable  receipts  and  dilburfements 
for  the  year  1788-9,  and  likewife  of  a  comparifon  of  the  re- 
ceipts of  the  former  year  1787-8,  with  theedimate  of  the  re* 
venues  of  that  year.  Before  h6  offered  any  obfervations  on 
the  ftate  of  thofe  accounts  he  fhould  call  their  attention,  in 
the  firi^  place,  to  the  amount  of  their  revenues  judged  upon 
the  footing  of  former  averages.  With  this  view  he  referred 
them  to  No.  4,  and  begged  them  to  obferve  that  any  refolu- 
tion which  he  moved  foun<Jed  on  an  average,  muft  be  founded 
only  on  two  years,  1785-6  and  1786-7,  for  the  account 
tranfmitted  for  1787  8,  could  not  be  conneded  with  the 
two  former  years  in  making  an  average,  becaufe  it  was  only 
an  account  of  net  revertue,  whereas  the  others  were  accounts 
of  grofs  revenues.  The  refolution  which  he  ftiould,  there- 
fore, fuggeft,  founded  on  average,  would  be  only  for  two 
years,  and  the  amount  of  the  average  of  thefe  two  years  was 
^6,31,097  pagodas,  i,052,438L 

Mr. 
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Mr.  Dandas  then  Hated  the  comparifon  of  the  eftimate  of 
the  jear  1787-8  with  the  afbual  out -turn  of  that  year.  The 
account  was  No.  6^  an(i  the  amount  pf  the  eftimated  revenue 
was 

Pagodas.      Pounds. 
30>x  2,796     1,205,1x8 
Whereas  the  adual  receipt  appeared 
to  be  no  more  than  •  -    24,93,201       997,280 

AdifereiH»of  —  —      5,i9,S9i       207,838 

How  far  they  ought  to  be  difcouraged  by  this  failure,  they 
were  enai  Jed  to  jydge  from  the  papers  before  them,  appendix 
to  No.  &• 

The  next  to  which  he  adverted  was  the  amount  of  the  real 
and  eftimated  charges  for  the  year  1787-8,  and  from  that  ac* 
count  it  appeared  that  the  real  charges  exceeded  the  eftimated 
in  a  fum  of  two  lacks,  the  former  amounting  (per  No.  6) 
to  .-r  —  —        31,18,203     1,247,281 

The  latter  eftimated  at  (per 
No,  6)  — p  —        —        2Q9i7>540    1,167,016 

The  difference  is        —       —  Ps.    1,00,663  £.  80.265 

The  reafon  in  the  appen(!ix  to  No.  6,  and  among  other 
matters  the  Chief  of  Mafulipatam,  in  confequence  of  which 
the  collection  had  fallen  fliort,  which  he  underftood  was  on 
foch  occafions  ufual. 

Upon  the  comparifon  of  the  eftimated  account  of  the 
T^r  1787-8,  with  the  real  account  of  that  year,  the  refult 
was  that  joining  the  deficiency  of  revenue  to  the  excefs  of 
charge,  the  whole  created  upon  the  account,  a  difference  of 
(per  No.  6)  7,20,258  pagodas,  188,1031.  It  would  be  ob« 
ferved  that  the  civil  charges  were  lefs  than  calculated  hy  a  fum 
of  pagodas  21,293,  and  when  the  ftate  of  that  country  was 
tecoileSed  at  the  beginning  of  the  vear  1 788,  no  perfon  could 
k  furprized  except  at  the  lowneis  of  the  excefs  of  militarf 
charges.  The  adual  deficiency  of  receipts  below  the  ex- 
pences  being  6,25,002  pagodas,  250,000!.  With  regard  to 
the  future  profpe^  he  fhould  refer  them  to  the  eftimate  for 
the  year  1788-9,  and  in  No.  485;  by  them  the  revenues  are 
^imated  to  amount  (No.  4)  to  33996,133  .i»348,453 
and  the   charges    (No.  5)    to        32,76,219     1,3 •0,587 

leaTing  :|  net  revenue  of  -  Ps.  1,19,914  £.  479966 

Notwitlifts^nding  that  it  w^  his  intention  to  move  a  refo^ 
lotion,  ftating  this  profjpeA  as  one  which  had  been  holden  out 
from  die  mvf  f  nmciit  of  Madras^  ftiUi  ^s  there  feemed  to  bo 
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%di^rence  oCo^inion  I^pvyifar  it  wi^  to  he  rBaliacd,  one  half 
Q.f  the  Cquncil  tj^mkin^  one  w^y^  s^nd  the  other  half  thci-othery 
ai^d  %$  the  eAilY^te  of  the  former  year  had  failei,  the  only: 
fair  fuggeftion  he  could  offer  upon  the  fubjedl  was  to  lea;i^4^ 
th^ir  minds  in  \  i^a(e  of  fufpenfe  upon  it,  that  from  the 
whol^. orders  ^hich  bad  fince  gone  out  relative  both  to  the 
Nabob  and  Tanjore,  and  the  fyiletn  Mrhtch  was  nowadopted 
Riaiivj^  to  thcvCircars  and  the  colled  ion  of.  their  revenues,  he 
iM5.^XJrft(peJy  ffingujnc.in  the  fpeedy  profpe<ft  of  a  permanent 
4iid: improving  revenue  under  the  prelidency  of  Madras;  and 
he  ihould  feel  more  fatisfa<^ion  in  dating  thefe  ideas  when 
they  (hould  be  realized,  than  in  detaining  them  then  to  men- 
tion W;hat  various  accidents  might  concur  to  difappoint.  In 
the  ftatement  of  the  prefent  day,  he  did  not  mean  to  found 
any  conclufion  upon  this  account  of  the  probable  receipts  and 
difi>urfements  of  the  year  1788-9. 

In  the  ftatements  of  the  preceding  year,  relative  to  Bom- 
hay,  he  could  not  give  them  a  three  years  average  of  the  re- 
venues, becaufe  he  w^s  not  poiTefied  of  any  account  to  juftify 
fpch  a  ilatement,  the  firft  of  the  three  years  comprehending 
revenues  given  up  to  the  Mahrattas  at  the  peace,  and  not 
now  in  their  power;  hut  proceeding  upon  fuch  materials  as 
he  had,  he.Oatedthe  revenues  as  eftimated  at  1 1,76,601  Bonn- 
bay  riipees,  or  I47,075l<  flerling.  It  now  appeared froro^ an 
s^erage  of  three  years  adual  ace  unts  from,  1786  7  to  lySy^R, 
i{(K;lufive,  the  revejiueS;  had  ampunted  to  ii>76,356  Bombay, 
rupees,  or  147,044!.  (7}  The  difference  was  245  Bombay 
nipees,  or  31 1.  fterhng. 

The  next  account  to  be  adverted  to^wa^  No.  9,  which 
/hewed  the  refult  of  the  comparifon  between  the  eftimated  and 
a^ual  rjeveni^es,  during  the  year  1787-8;  aqd  it  appeared 
that  the  eftima^e  W2^s  1 1 ,76,601  Bombay  rupees  ^^  ^ 47)^7  jl* 
fierling;  the  adual  produce  11*29,534  Bombay,  rupees,  or 
net,  191I.  fterling.  The  difference  47,065  Bombay  rupees, 
or  5,8841*  fterling. 

In  the  refolution  which  he  fhould  niove  this  year  on  that 
fubje£l,  he  w,ould  follow  the  refolution  of  laft  year  as  to  the 
eOimate,  but,  it  was  proper  to  remark,  that  the  eftjinate  laid 
t^efore  the  Houfe  laft  year  was  erroneous,  to  the  amount  of 
about  2500Q  rup^s,  which  was  difcoyered  by  a  fubfequent 
account.     Vide  note  to  No.  9. 

There  was  likewife  before  them  an  account  of  the  chaf|^ 
as.eftj mated  in  the  ftatement  of  laft  year,  compared  with  tiie 
a£^ual  charges.  The  eftimate  was  36,51,245  Bom)>s^  riqiees^ 
or  456,4051.  fterling  The  adual  account  38,00,351  Bom- 
bay rupees,  or  475,045!.  fterling.  The  difterence  w;\s  an  ex- 
cefs — 1,49,1 13  Bombav  rupees,  or  18,640!.  fterling.  And 
here  again  it  was  to  be  obferved,  that  tfaf  ^orroftM  account 
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t6  which  he  liad  already  teferred,  likewife  made  a  finall  cbr- 
tt&iou  dti  the  eftimate  pf  charges,  to  the  nmouiit  of  about 
1 2,cxx>  rupees;  but,  in  this  inflance,  as  in  the  other  cafe,  he 
»ouId  fellow  the  llatement  of  the  refolutlon  of  laft  year. 

Upon  thfc  whole  refult,  therefore,  of  the  Bombay  eftimate^ 
asftated  laft  year,  compared  with  the  a£lual  account,  the  ac- 
coont  Was  worfe  than  eftimated  to  the  amount  of  only 
1,96,180  Bombay  rupees,  or  24,522!.  fterling.  The  eftimate 
of  the  year  1788-9,  was  contained  in  Nos.  7  and  8,  and  hy 
that  atcount  the  feve'nue  was  eftimated  to  amount  to 
'J>74>i38  Bombay  rupees,  or  146,767!.  flerling.  And  the 
cbrg^s  to  50,55,217  Bombay  rupees,  or  631,902!.  fterling- 
Tlic  deficiency  38,81,079  Bombay  rupees,  or  481),  1331* 
fterling. 

It  maft  be  obferved,  that  the  eftimate  of  charges  for  the 
year  1788-9,  exceeded  not  only  the  charges  of  1787-8, 
bat  the  eftimate  from  Bombay  1788*9,  owing  to  a  fum  of 
fix  lacks  of  additional  military  expence,  three  lacks  for  an 
additional  European  regiment,  the  other  three  to  complete 
the  cilabliftiment  orde  ed  in  1785,  but  not  carried  into  exe- 
cution on  account  of  the  deranged  ftate  of  the  finances,  till 
theprofped  of  a  rupture  in  the  year  1787  rendered  it  necef- 
fary  to  complete  the  military  ftrength  on  the  weftern  fide  of 
India.  In  a  fetlement  where  their  eftabhfliments  were  not  , 
complicated,  or  liable  to  a  great  variety  of  contingencies, 
there  was  little  difficulty  of  forming  the  eftimates  tolerably 
accurate,  and  as  thofe  eftablifhments  were  now  finally  fet- 
tled, the  charges  might  fairly  be  concluded  to  be  at  their 
kvcl,  and  amounted  to  50,55,217  rupees,  or  631,902!.  fter- 
ling, which  exceeded  their  revenues  38,81,079  rupees,  or 
4^S»^35l»  fterling.  Upon  that  footing  they  might  probably 
temain,  unlefs  it  ftiould  be  thought  expedient  to  new  model 
their  civil  cftabliftiment.  1  he  military  ftrength  was  necef- 
faty  for  the  fafety  of  the  other  dependencies,  and  the  e<- 
pcnce  of  it  ought  thefefori  to  be  placed  to  the  general  ac- 
count of  India,  the  fate  of  Bengal  and  Madras  depending 
equally  on  our  having  a  powerful  force  on  the  we  Item  coaft 
of  Afia,  ready  to  repel  and  check  the  operations  of  the  Mah- 
rattas,  if  they  attempt  any  inroad  prejudicial  to  the  inter^fts 
of  Bengal,  or  of  Tippo  Sultan,  if  he  prefumed  to  invade 
the  Carnatic,  and  thus  erabarras  the  Madras  dependencies. 
He  would  therefore  never  advife  the  Eaft  India  Company  to 
prefervc  a  lefs  military  force  in  Bombay  than  they  had  at 
prefent. 

Not  having  received  any  eftimate  of  probajile  difl)urfe- 
ttientsat  Bengal  for  the  year  f  788-9,  he  could  not  ftaie  what 
t^«y  eftimated  to  be  the  expence  of  the  eftablifliments  of 
B^ncoolcn  and  finang;  but  by  the  eftimate  iii  No.  10.  B. 

Vot.XXVL  *      Sf  the 
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the  revenues  of  Bencoolen,  upon  an  average  of  three  years^ 
amounted  to  10,177  <lollars,  215291.  Ihe  charges  were 
probably  reduced  in  confequence  of  the  oncers  of  theCourt 
to  reduce  it  to  a  refidencvi  and  to  contine  its  expences  to 
27,6501.  and  by  the  edimate.  No.  io»  it  was  dated  at  29>8 161. 
They  had  no  eAimate  of  Pinang;  but  let  the  two  be  taken 
together  as  by  laft  year,  at  6,00,00  rupees,  6o,cool, 

Mr,  Dundas  now  defined  that  gentlemen,  for  the  purpofe 
of  afcertaining  the  prccife  value  of  the  Indian  revenue,  cal- 
culated upon  the  data  which  he  had  ftated  to  them,  and  in 
which  he  had  proceeded  on  a£lual  accounts,  he  defired  gen- 
tlemen to  add  together  the  revenues  of  each  fettlement,  and, 
from  t}iat,  deduft  the  total  of  the  charges. 

AcTWAL  Revenues  in  1787-8. 
At  Bengal.     Rupees,   5118,27,117 

Madras.     Pagodas,     25,46,499       Rupees,    io8>22,62i 
Bombay.     Rupees,     11929,534  13,10,260 

Total  revenues,  current  rupees,  -  ^>39i59:99S 

or  pounds  fterling,        ^9  395>999 

Actual  Charges  in  I787-8. 

At  Bengal,  ....  3,04,67,767 

Madras.     Pagodas,     3r,7i,50i  ^34»7M79 

Bombay,     Rupees,      38,00,358  I,34>78i879 

Total  charges,  current  rupees,       -  4983,55,061 

or  pounds  flerling         -              -  49835,506 

Net  revenue"!,  current  rupees         -  Ij56j049937 

or  pounds  fterling             -          -  i>5^09439 

Expences  of  Bencoolen  and  Pinang, 

as  eftimated  laft  year               •  6,00,000 

This  is  the  nett  revenue,  after?  current  rupees,  1950,04,937 

defraying  the  exp.  of  eftab,  3  ^iS^^>493  pounds  fterling. 
To  this  is  to  be  added  as  a  part  of  the 

Indian  funds,'the  amount  of  theim- 

portfalesandcertificatesamounting 

in  the  year  1787-8  as  perNo.  15  to  32,14,460 

Making  together  current  rupees     1982,19,397 

Pounds  fterling  1,821,939 
1  his  fum  was.  applicable  to  the  difcharge  of  the  debts  in 
India,  and  the  purchafe  of  inveftments,  including  commer- 
cial charges.  The  debts  are  undoubtedly  entitled  to  the 
preference,  if  tjie  purchafe  of  inveftment  cannot  be  obtained 
without,  injuring  the  creditors.  In  truth,  however,  thefe 
interefts  were  perfe£tly  reconciie^ble,  and  accommodated 
each  other.  6  It 
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It  was  expeflcd  that  tlie  whole  debt  would  have  been  fub- 
fcribed  on  the  terms  propofed,  but  it  had  proved  otherwifej 
owing  to  the  canfidence  in  the  receipt  of  the  high  interefl, 
connedled  with  a  confidence  in  the  ftability  of  their  liidiaa 
profpeiity. 

If  they  fuppofe  the  whole  debt,  as  ft  a  ted  in  No.  16,  to 
remain  in  India,  which  was  very  improbable,  the  intereft 
payable  th«reon  would  be,  by  the  fame  number     48,07,019 

Current  rupees,     i, 34*^2,378 
Or  pounds  fterling,"       i>34i>237 

And  yet,  as  it  might  be  objefled  that  the  charges  of  Ma- 
ins and  Bombay  appear  higher  in  the  eftimate  for  the  year 
1788-9,  than  in  the  aftual  amount  of  f  e  year  1787-8, 
the  following  ftatement  with  refped  to  thofc  two  fettiementi 
was  taken  from  thofe  eftimates;.but  there  being  no  eftimate 
from  Bengal,  the  grofs  revenues  and  charges  of  that  govern- 
ment were,  for  the  reafons  before  mentioned,  taken  at  their 
adoal  amount  in  1787-8. 

Revenues, 

• 

Bengal  tevenues,  1787-8,        —           —  5»i8,27,i  17  Rs. 

Madras  do.  efti.  1788-9,     33,96,139  Pag.  1,145^45565  ^o. 

Bombay  do.  do.                   iij74>i38  Rs.  10,6 1,000  do. 

^  ^■■"■"     -  "^^^ 

Total  revenues,  C.  R.  6,76,12,682 
Charges. 
Bengal,  1787-8  304,67,767  C.  R. 

5>oMS»75o 

Carried  over  nett  revenues     1,73,56593^ 

Or  fterling        i573S5693l' 

Whereas,  in  the  account  for  1787-8  above  ftatcd,  the  nett 
Tcvenues  appear  to  be  only  1,56,04,937  rupees.  The  efti- 
mate therefore  for  1788-9,  (for  Madra?  and  Bombay)  after 
allowing  for  every  probable  cncreafe  of  expences  in  that 
year,  was  better  than  the  amount  of  1787-8  by  17,51,99s 
rupees,  175,199!.  and  fully  juftified  the  taking  of  that  year 
« a  low  eftimate  of  what  wc  might  expe£k  from  the  pro- 
duce of  the  revenues  of  India. 

Mr.  Dundas,  in  ftating  the  dfebts  of  Bengal,  cxprcfled 
himfflf  undw  a  difficulty  trom  the  want  of  the  account  of 

S  f  2  "^^"^^ 


3^^ 


PARLIAMENTARY 


A.  178^ 


Suick  ftack  from  Bengal.  In  confequencc  of  this  circum- 
:ance,  he  could  not  ftate  the  amount  of  the  d^bt  from  com- 
plete accounts  to  a  later  period  than  31ft  January  1788, 
which  was  only  three  monihs  later  than  the  ftaiement  whicl^ 
he  gave  laft  year,  and  of  courfe  the  variation  mud  be  bu( 
foaalU  By  the  retblu^ions  of  ];^il  ye^r,  he  ftated  the  India 
debt  7162,21,563  rupees,  7,622,156]. 

According  to  the  account^;  No.  16,  he  (hould  i^ato  it  iq 
the  refolution  of  this  year  to  amount  to  7960,47,548  rupees, 
7,604,7541.  The  difference  only  1,74,015  rupees,  i7,40iL 
It  was,  however,  necefTary  t.o  attend  to  the  note  at  the 
top  of  account  No.  16,  whence  it  feemed  to  admit  of  no 
doubt  that  the  dei  t  had  been  riE;duced  30  lack.  To  this  mufl 
be  added,  a  fum  of  8  lacks,  the  expences  of  the  Soothera  ar* 
myi  not  including  the  debt  of  the  preceding  year. 

The  debt  bearing  intereft  in  India  was  laft  year  ftated  at 

Poands 


According  to  account.  No.  16, 
the  debt  bearing  intereft  was  - 

The  decreafe  of  debt  bearing  inte- 
reft was  -  ^  • 

The  intereft  payable  annually  in 
Incia,  was  ftated  laft  year  at 

The  amount  payable  according  to 
No.  16  was  -  .         - 

The  decreafe  was 


Rupees 
16,41,09,900 

5,77,62,448 


63>47»4S* 

53j53>341 
48,07,019 


$,410,900 

S>77'>,24S 

634*745 

S3S.334 
480,702 


S>46,3a2         54>63a 

Comparifon  of  the  balances  of  cafh  \m  the  Treafuries  at  the 
time  the  debts  were  made  up  for  the  Houfe  in  1788  and 
1789. 


1788. 
Bengal,  Oft.  31, 

1787,  C.  R.  47j23,47i 
Madras,  31  July  15,24,029 
Bombay,  -  -  8,89,530 
Bencoolen    -    -    5,12,310 


1789. 

31  Jan.    1788, 

30  April, 

31  Oflober,  - 
30  April, 


51,67,580 

29,32,946 

6,84,984 

3323,775 

97>09>*85 


.      76>49>34p    ^ 
Cam  better  m  the  accounts  tor  1789 
than  in  thofefor  1788,  by  20  lacks, 
or  205,9941.  -  -  -     20,59,945 

On  this  occafion  (Mr.  Dundas  remarked  that)  it  w^s  witl\ 
pleafure  that  he  could  axTq^e  the  Committee  that  feveral  col- 
lateral circumftances  concuneJ  to  confirm   hina  that  the 

ftatements 
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/Ucementt  wbicli  be  had  Is^id  befprt  the  Honfe  wtre  not 
likely,  in  future,  (o  aflume  a  lefs  prpfperous  zfye€t*  In  the 
irft  pUfitf  he  built  mqch  upon  the  order  and  regularity  in 
which  the  affairs  in  India  were  now  condnfted  by  the  Gover- 
nor in  that  country.  From  the  commtnoement  of  the  prefent 
fyfieni  of  government  till  a  recent  period  they  had  been  in 
cootinqal  uncert^nty  as  to  the  real  amount  ofthe  burthens 
by  whkh  the  revenues  in  India  were  incumbered*  Under 
tha^t  uncertainty  they  had  been  naturally  diffident  of  every 
plan  and  arrangement  formed  for  their  relief.  He  under*rated 
the  cafe  when  he  fuppofed  that  the  debts  were  not  lefs  than 
two  millions  more  than  they  had  been  led  to  calculate  at  the 
coiiimencement  of  the  prefent  fy  ftem  of  government.  Every 
depaitment  had  been  fo  deranged  by  the  difiraflions  of  war» 
that  it  was  impoffible  immediately  to  get  at  the  bottom  of 
their  affairs;  daily  calls  of  heavy  arrears  and  unliquidated  de- 
mandsy  difturbed  every  fyftem  which  could  be  formed  for  the 
regulation  either  of  commerce  or  of  finance*  All  this,  he 
truftedy  was  now  at  an  end.  They  knew  the  extent  of  all 
their  difficulties,  and  encountered  them  without  diffidence  or 
apprehenfion.  Clofely  conne<3ed  alfo  with  the  remark 
which  hehad  jnft  made,  was  the  fatisfadion  they  derived  from 
the  circumftance  of  their  being  able  to  confide  in  the  truth 
%nd  accuracy  of  the  eftimates  which  they  received  relative  to 
the  real  amount  of  their  current  charges  and  expences. 

It  had  been  long  the  cuftom  of  the  governments  abroad,  to 
furnifh  the  adminiftrarion  at  home  with  eftiniates  of  the  pro« 
bable  refources  and  diiburfements  of  their  refpe£tive  fettle- 
ments ;  and  it  was  likely  that  when  their  affairs  had  been  con-* 
tained  within  the  limited  fphere  of  commercial  departmentSj^ 
thofe  eftinates  had  been  realized  with  tolerable  accuracy. 
But  in  proportion  as  the  objects  of  Indian  government,  by 
the  acquiiition  of  large  territories  and  revenues,  extended  be« 
yond  their  original  bounds,  their  accounts  had  become  mor« 
complicated ;  and  although  the  form  of  eftimates  had  been 
prefer ved,  they  had  feldom  afforded  any  juft  expe£lations  of  . 
being  realized.  He  trufled  that  in  the  courfe  of  that  day's 
detail  the  Committee  had  witnefled  how  carefully  matters 
^ere  changed  in  that  refpedl.  The  eftimate  of  probable  ex- 
pences had  been  accurately  realized,  and  where  there  was  a; 
difference  of  eftimate  and  a£tual  account,  it  had  been  in  fa- 
vour of  the  eftimate,  and  if  in  any  articles  it  were  other wifeg 
it  was  moft  fatisfadtorily  explained.  When  he  thus  gave 
credit  to  the  public  ferv^tnts  of  India,  he  muff,  at  tlie  (ame 
lime,  do  juft ice  to  the  Court  of  Direftors  in  the  exertions 
they  were  making  to  increafe  the  revenues  in  India,  by  the 
^teniion  of  the  export  trade  from  this  country.  The  fale 
Qf  tbde  exDort  goods  was  a  mateu;il  aid  in  every  arrangement 

either 
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cit^ier  of  finance  or  coitimerce,  and,  he  made  no  doubt,  the 
fpirit  which  then  afluated  the  C^urt  of  Direflors  would  con- 
tinue to  operate  in  a  manner  equally  conducive  to  their  own 
intereft  and  credit,  and  to  the  general  profperity  of  Great 
Britain,  in  the  promotion  of  its  induflry  and  population. 

Whilft  lie  fpoke  of  future  confidence  in  -the  growing  prof- 
perity of  our  Afiatic  pofleflions,  he  meant  to  refer  particular- 
ly to  the  flate  of  univerfal  peace  which  reigns  in  India,  and  the 
'  flattering  profp eft  of  its  continuance.  This  arofe,  not  only 
from  our  own  internal  ilrength,  which  bade  defiance  to  the 
ambition  of  every  hoAile  power  in  India,  but  from  the 
thorough  confidence  the  native  powers  repofed  in  the  fincerity 
of  our  declarations,  and  the  convidlon  they  felt  that  our  ob- 
jeft  was  peace,  and  that  no  temptation  would  lead  us  to  de- 
viate from  that  path,  unlefs  compelled  fo  to  do,  either  by 
hoflilities  againfl  ourfelves,  or  thofe  allies  whom  we  are 
hound  by  treaty  to  proteft.  He  (hould  confine  himfelf  upon 
this  topic  to  India  ;  there  exided  noneceflity  for  calling  upon 
gentlemen  to  turn  their  eyes  nearer  ()ome;  if  they  had  any 
luiropean  rivals  in  India,  that  certainly  was  not  the  moment 
of  alarm  from  any  neighbouring  quarter.  Mr.  Dundas  con- 
cluded with  moving, 

"  That  it  appears  to  this  Committee  that  the  annual  rc- 
'**  venues  of  the  Eaft  India  Company  in  the  Provinces  of 
**  Bengal,  Tahar,  and  Orifla,  and  from  Benares  and  Oude, 
"  under  the  lieads  of  mint  or  coinage  duties,  Poll  Ofiice  col- 
"  lerion-f,  Eena'^es  revenue,  Oude  fubCdy,  land  revenues, 
<'  cufcotns,  and  tlie  receipts  fron^  the  fales  of  fait  and  opium, 
<'  arnonnted  on  the  average  of  three  years  from  1785-6  to 
^*  1787-U5  both  incliifive,  to  the  fum  of  five  crore,  eight 
'*  lacks,  c-;l.ry-feven  thoufand,  fix  hundred  and  fifty-five 
*'  current  i'j"r,^s." 
Mr.  Mr.  I^iiJJij  liaving  premifed  that  he  felt  it  incumbent  on 

IIuiTcy  l^iip,  as  one  of  ilie  reprefentatives  of  the  public,  to  look  at  the 
accounts  with  fntne  degree  of  accuracy,  and  to  compare 
rhe;u  with  ihe  rlciht  honourable  gentleman's  ftatc  of  the  In- 
d;.in  revcrii!c,  ndiled  that  he  did  not  mean  to  controvert  the 
account  p^iven  by  the  right  honourable  gentleman.  He  was 
g!:id  to  fVe  th.it  the  revenues  were  collefted,  but  he  did  not 
t.ikc  them  to  I)p  juft  as  the  right  honourable  gentleman  had 
it.itxl  them.  Ho  iinderftood  tlie  revenue  of  Bengal  to  be 
2,130,030!.,  liomh.iv,  the  honourable  gentleman  had  ftated 
at  4So,o:.oI.,  rr^.d  Pinan^  and  Bencoolen  :;t  6o,oool.,  the 
xA,'h.)!c  932,000!.  Thi;  rio;ht  honourable  gentleman  had  ftated 
thf?  ileh»  in  India  to  h^  7,604,754!.  fterling,  Mr.  Hufley  faid 
t>c  tliou^lit  it  was  otherwile,  liut  he  could  not  ftate  it  becaufe 
}«.-  could  only  jucl^e  from  the  papers  on  the  table.  From 
>v;vr;t  the  riglu  linnournble  gentleman  had  faid  he  thought  the 

government 
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Government  of  Bengal  In  gpod  hands^  but  he  snuil  confider 
the  flats  of  the  Eaft-India  Company  at  home  as  well  as 
abroad,  and  how  did  things  look  tliere  ?  The  Aate  of  the  ^ 
debt  of  the  Company  here  at  home,  as  eftimated  by  them- 
felves,  had  encreafed  from  five  millions  and  upwards  to  eight, 
and  with  the  transferred  debt  from  India  to  9,6cx},oool.  How 
was  the  declaration  of  the  right  honourable  gentleman,  that 
he  had  reafon  to  think  the  debt  of  the  Company  reduced,  to 
be  reconciled  to  their  coming  to  that  Houfe  to  afk  for  leave 
to  borrow  more  ?  Their  capital  was  nearly  three  million  en- 
creafed lately,  and  now  they  wanted  a  greater  fum.  Surely, 
all  this  was^far  from  having  a  commendable  appearance. 

Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  remarked,  that  when  the  Company  Mr.  Pitt, 
came  forward  to  afk  the  afTiflance  of  the  LegiHature,  the 
circumflance  ought,  undoubtedly,  to  create  lufpicion,  and 
to  be  eyed  with  jealoufy ;  whenever,  therefore,  he  fliould 
make  a  motion  on  the  petition  which  had  been  jufl  prefented, 
the  fubjedl  ought  to  be  carefully  examined  and  fully  difcufled; 
hut  he  mufl  be  permitted  to  fay  beforehand,  that  the  petition 
of  the  Eaft-India  Company  for  afli fiance  at  home  did  not  im- 
ply any  contradi£lion  to  the  profperous  flate  of  their  affairs 
abroad.  Mr.  Pitt  flated  a  difappointment  in  their  fales,  in 
the  courfe  of  the  preceding  year,  when  they  had  fallen  con* 
fiderably  fliort,  asone  caufe  of  their  diflreCs,  and  he  had  no 
doubt  but  when  their  accounts  fhould  be  infpe£led,  it  would 
be  found  that  credit  was  due  to  them  to  enable  them  to  an*- 
fwer  the  large  bills  which  were  drawn  upon  ^hem  in  confe- 
quenc«  of  the  transfer  of  the  debt  from  India  to  England. 

Mr.  Francis  obferved,  that  he  would  not  pretend  to  follow  Mr. 
the  right  honourable  gentleman  in  his  calculations,  but  he  Francis, 
would  ftate  a  few  flrong  fadls,  and  leave  their  impreflion  to 
the  Committee;  and  firfl,  he  mufl  remark,  in  regard  to  the 
eflimates  of  the  probable  refourccs  and  difburfements  of  Ben- 
gal, from  the  30th  of  April,  1788,  to  the  ifl  of  March, 
1789,  that  he  did  not  think  that  the  right  honourable  gentle- 
man had  faid  any  thing  to  excufe  the  Accomptant  General  of 
the  Bengal  Government,  for  not  having  fent  home  that  efli- 
mate.  Mr.  Larkins  wrote  the  following  letter  to  Lord 
Cornwallis : 

"  To  Earl  CORNWALLIS,  K.  G.  Governor  General  in 
**  Council,  &c.,  in  the  Public  Department. 

^«  My  Lord, 

"  I  AM  much  concerned  that  it  has  not  yet  been  in  my 
"  power  to  complete  the  adtual  account  of  the  receipts  and 
^'  difburfements  of  this  prefidency  and  its  fubordinates  for 
^  the  year  1787-8;  the  eflimate  of  the  probable  refources 

«  and 
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^  and  difburfemetits  of^  this  govdrnmeht,  betweeh  the  30th 
<<  oF  April,  1788,  and  the  ift  of  May,  178$;  atid  the 
*<  ftatements  of  quitk  and  dead  ftocks  of  this  prefidency  and 
<*  its  fubordinates,  for  the  30th  of  April,  1788;  having 
<<  miftakingly  fappofed  that  I  fliould  IiaVe  been  able  to  have 
^  compleated  the  clofe  of  the  general  books  for  the  year 
**  1787-8  in  time  to  have  eftabl tilled  a  cor refpondetit  eott- 
«  ne£tion  between  thefe  and  the  former,  as  the  only  means 
'<  by  which  this  office  could  be  enabled  to  avoid  incurring 
^'  the  cenfure  of  the  auditor  of  Indian  accounts,  who  has 
*'  juflly  complained  of  the  great  inconvenience  which  hak 
^^  refulted  to  the  honourable  Company's  office  in  England, 
**  from  finding  the  fame  account  differently  dated  by  dif- 
**  ferent  books,  to  and  for  the  fame  periods;  a  defefi  which 
<*  could  hardly  be  avoided  while  the  general  books  of  that 
**  prefidency  were  fo  heavily  in  arrears^ 

**  I  did  hope,  my  Lord,  that  I  fhould  have  been  able  t6 
^  have  clofed  thcfe  in  time  to  have  admitted  of  the  annual 
'^  elVimates,  ficc.  being  formed  to  accompany  them,  but  more 
**  than  fix  weeks  of  my  time  having  been  arretted  frOm  nde  by 
^  ficknefs  and  other  accidents,  the  utmoft  exertions  Which 
**  the  indifferent  ftate  of  my  health  has  latterly  enabled  md 
*^  to  afford  to  the  adjuftment  and  clofe  of  the  general  books 
^^  of  1787-8,  would  have  been  inadequate  thereto,  had  not 
**  Meurs.  Hutchinfon  and  Honan  ftrenuouOy  exerted  them- 
<'  felves  to  accomplifh  this  objed, 

(Signed)  «  W.  LARKINS, 

^'  Acoountant-OtoeraL 
**  Fort  William, 
<^  Accountant-General's  Office^ 
"  Nov.  9,  1788. 

«*  W.  WRIGHT, 
jCaft-India  Houfe,  ^<  Auditor  of  Indian  Account^.* 

June,  22,  1789. 

Mr.  Larkins  in  the  letter  flated,  that  fiit  weeks  of  his 
time  had  been  arretted  by  illnefs,  and  therefore  he  couid  rtot 
make  out  the  accounts;  the  clerks  in  his  office  however, 
with  very  little  inftrudion,  could  have  made  them  out  for 
bim«  But  if  he  could  not  make  them  out  by  the  9th  of  No* 
vember,  he  could  have  furely  made  them  out  by  the  9th  of 
December,  or  the  9th  of  January,  which  was  the  lateft 
period  before  the  lafl  fhips  (ailed.  He  had  two  whole  months 
after  he  had  written  his  letter,  to  have  made  them  out  in« 
Some  notice,  therefore,  ought,  in  his  mind^  to  be  t;dLen 
from  home  of  fuch  condufi.  Mr.  Francis  obfei'ved,  Chat 
Mr.  Dundas  had  taken  the  current  rupee  at  the  price  dT  as% 
He  declared,  he  had  always  wondered  that  he  had  before  taken 

it 
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it  at  2s.  3d.  It  could  be  only  to  fN^ell  the  accounts  unnecef* 
iartly,  becaufe  the  rupee  was  not  worth  more  in  India ;  that 
1$.  9!d.  oris.  lod.  at  leaft  he  had  never  heard  it  valued  at 
more  by  thofe  who  might  be  fuppofed  to  underftand  it  bcft.  \ 

The  right  honourable  gentleman  had  faid»  be  dedufled  to  the 
amount  of  eighteen  lacks,  on  account  of  abolifliing  the  Go« 
vernment  cuiioms,  but  that^^here  would  he  no  iofs.  This 
was  fomewhat  extraordinary.  That  the  country  might  be 
richer  he  could  eaflly  conceive^  but  how  the  revenue  was  to 
be  benefited,  fo  as  to  be  equal  alf  at  once,  he  did  not  fee. 
Another  thing  he  would  take  notice  of,  was  thededudlion  on 
account  of  the  removal  of  the  Chief  of  Mafulipatam.  The 
appointment  of  one  Chief  before  another  had  realifed  his  bviii 
fettlement,  and  completed  his  coIle£lion,  was  an  impfopriet]^ 
that  ought  alfo  to  be  cenfured  from  home.  He  had  ever  un- 
derflood  it  to  be  a  rule  never  to  remove  a  Colledtor  till  the 
end  of  the  year,  that  the  tenants  might  not  plead  that  in  re- 
fufal  of  payment.  Mr.  Francis  faid  he  did  not  think  the 
right  honourable  gentleman  had  ftated  the  whole  of  the  ex- 
pence  at  Bonibay. 

No,  13  ftated,  iheexcefs  of  difljurfements  in  current  ru- 
pees -    •  -  ^  61,89,966 
Intereft  on  bond  debt             '^                 *  14,83,106 

76,73,072 
In  the  Bombay  eftimate  no  provifion  was  made  for  the  in- 
tereft of  their  bond  debt,  the  capital  of  which  (by  acc6unt 
Ko.  16)  amounted  to  -  C.  Rs.  140,45,218 

Intereft  on  ditto  -  -  14,83,106 

The  right  honourable  gentleman,  he  obferved,  had  ftated  this 
year,  as  he  had  done  the  laft  year,  a  real  furplus  in  the  re* 
venueof  one  million;  but,  fomething  more  than  calculation 
was  neceftary  to  conftitute  proof.  If  they  had  really  had  a 
million  furplus  applicable  to  the  difcharge  of  the  debt,  it 
moft  have  been  applied  to  that  objetSl,  or  laid  out  in  inveft- 
ment.  He  ftiould  contend  that  they  had  not  reduced  th^ 
debt  in  India  at  all ;  and  at  home  an  increafe  had  happened^ 
but  not  by  difcharging  of  debt  in  India. 

Mr.  Francis  ftated  the  debts  in  England  and  India  to  fiand 
as  follows: 
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Debt  in  England* 
)  March,  1788. 
^.7,596,893 

Increafe 
Excltifivc  of  debt  transferred  from  India  to 
England  -  -  •  . 

Nc  B.    The  Accountant's  Eflimate,  dated 
21ft  May,  1788    Aates  the  amount  of 
the  debt  in  England,  as  it  would  ftand 
,  on  the  ift  of  March,  1789,  at 
Which  falls  fliort  of  the  real  amount,  as 
'per  account  dated  1 7  June,  1 789 
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« 

March,  1789. 

538,7' 9 
». 476,637 


2,437,41  a 

—^1^1— 

8,135,6 1« 


Debt  in  India. 


By  account  from  the  India  Houfe, 

dated  27th  April,  17B7.  By  lateA  account. 

C.  Rs.  9,26,40,162  C.Rs.  7,60,47,548 

Decreafe       -         1965,92,614 
But  this  decreafe  is  created  not  by  difcharge 
of  debt   in   India,  but  by  a  transfer  of  debt 
to  England,  to  tlie  amount  of  -^  jC'''47^>^37 

-(Vide  Account  No.  9.) 

It' was,  he  thought,  extraordinary,  that  the  Company^s 
debt  in  India  ihould  not  be  diminifhed,  and  their  debt  in 
England  tncreafed.  He  had  mentioned  this  now,  to  (hevr 
that  thefe  furpiufes  had  not  tended  to  leilen  the  debt  in 
England,  or  to  difcharge  the  debt  in  India.  He  wiflied  to 
know  where  the  furplus  was  gone,  becaufe,  in  former  times, 
go^^ds  were  never  dijpofed  of  to  the  amount  that  they  had 
been  lately.  He  obferved,  that  the  right  honourable  gen- 
tleman had*  faid  the  exports  were  increafed.  ,  Hft  aiked,*  had 
they  imports  to  fill  the  Company's  (hips  ?  As  a  proof  that 
jthey  had  not,  he  mentioned*  that  in  looking  over  the  Cal- 
cutta papers,  he  found  an  advertiferoent  from  Lord  Com- 
wallis,  dated  Deceftiber  23,  1788,  (blicitinr  the  people  to 
bring  their  goods  on  bo^rd  the  Phochix  and  Northumberkind, 
in  order  to  make  up  the  freight  of  thofe  veflels.  Mr.  Fran- 
cis commented  on  this  as  an  extraordinary  fad.  He  next 
liotk:ed,  what  was  Aated  as  a  fad^,  that  the  commercial 
eltablifhments  at  Bengal  were  forty  tacks ;  which  was  not 
mentioned,  and  mud  have  been  omitted  through  an  overfight. 
Another  circum fiance  was  the  expenee  of  the  four  new  regi- 
ments fent  laft  year  to  India,  which  ought  to  have  been  ftat- 
ed  in  the  eftimate,  and  thtf  dmount  of  it  muft  be  deduced 
from  the  fuppofed  furplus»  He  concluded  with  remarking, 
6  that 
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that  as  lefMT  at  the  fa£)s  exifled,  that  the  clebts  abroad  werer 
not  4iioiniloed,  and  thofe  at  home  were  increaGog,  the  right 
hoBOttrable  gentleman's  budget  coQld  afford  no  iatisfadtory 
account. 

Sir  Grey  Cooper  exprefled  his  apprehenftons  of  tiie  confe-  Sir  Grey 
qoences  of  the  immeufe  drain  of  bullion  fent  to  China  for  Cooper, 
tea.  He  ftated,  that  if  a  fimilar  amount  of  illvei,  or  any 
tbioglifceit,  were  carried  out  of  the  country  by  fmugglers 
for  their  run  goods,  it  would  iind  its  way  back  through  a  va- 
riety of  channels ;  but,  when  (lent  to  China,  it  was  commit- 
ted  to  the  Uon^s  den,  and  there  were  vejitgia  nulla  retror-^ 

jMMm 

Mr.  Dundas  anfwered  that,  as  the  proceeding  on  the  Com-      Mr. 
pany's  petition  muft  be  by  feparate  motion,  the  honourable  Duodas* 
Baronet  would  forgive  him,  if,  at  that  moment,  he  did  not 
go  into  any  argument  reipeifling  it.     With  regard  to  fending 
filver  to  China,  if  the  fmugglers  took  filverof  us  for  tea,  it 
muft  go  through  the  medium  of  foreign  {hips  to  China,  and 
it  was  in  that  cafe  as  much  gone  for  ever,  as  if  fent  to  China 
immediately  by  ouricives       Ihere  would  be  lefs  filver  fent 
there  hereafter  than  formerly,  the  large  amount  traufmitted 
of  late  yrars  being  to  liquidate  our  exifting  debt  in  China* 
With  refpe£l  to  the  impropriety  of  removing  a  Chief  from 
any  iettlement,  before  he  had  completed  his  colleftion,  there 
appeared  to  be  real'on  in  the  argument,  but  the  Court  of  Wi- 
ledorshad  a  right  to  z&  in  that.refpe^  as  they  thought  pro- 
per, and  he  fuppofed  they  would  have  n  good  reafon  to  ailign 
for  it.     Mr*  Duiulas  explained  the  caufe  of  tjie- advent Ifement 
for  freight,  by  ftating  that  there  was  a  diilinction  between 
the  private  trade  and  the  privil^ed  trade.     The  former  was 
the  portion  of  goods  allnwed  the  Captains  of  the  Company's 
ihips  to  put  on  board  their  vcilels ;  whereas  the  latter  was 
the  trade  carried  on  by  the  Company's  permiflion  in  articles 
they  did  not  think  it  worth  their  while  to  (hip  for  England 
themielves,  as  raw  filk,  &c.    This  gave  an  opportunity  to 
private  individuals  to  bring  home  their  fortunes,  and  at  the 
fame  time  fupplied  Great  Britain  with  raw  materials,  that  were 
highly  ufeful  and  in  fafl  neceflary  to  fome  of  our  moft  va-* 
laable  manufaf^ures.     With  regard  to  the  debt,  alt  he  had 
to  prove  was,  that  there  .was  a  furplus  in  Indiaj^  which  was 
applied  to  the  purchafe  of  inveftments,  and  by  that  means 
applied  to  the  diminution  of  the  debt  transferred  home.  With 
reiped  to  the  debt  ftill  reipaining  as  much  as  before,  the  fa^ 
Wis,  the  debt  in  India,  upon  examination,  turned  out  to  be 
two  millions  more  than  it  was  ftated  four  years  ago.^    All, 
bowever,  incumbent  on  him  to  prove  was,  that  there  was  aC 
^is  tioMiafnrplus  above  the  current  expences,  and  when- 
ever any  hoaourable  gentleman  ihould  bring  forward  a  quef- 

Tt  2  tion 
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Hon  on  that  point,  he  >^ould  flicw  himfelf  fully  prepared  to 
meet  that  queftion.  The  fituation  of  the  Eaft'-lndia  Com* 
pany  (Mr.  Dundas  remarked)  was  profperous;  and  notwith- 
flanding  the  heavy  incumbrances,  and  many  emharraffments 
which  they  had  been  obliged  to  encounter,  notwithftanding 
the  outcry  which  had  for  fome  time  been  raifed  againft  them, 
he  had  no  doubt  but  they  would  pafs  through  their  fiery  trial 
with  credit  and  with  honour,  and  it  would  inconteftibly  ap- 
.  pear  that  there  had  net  been  the  leaft  occafion  for  that  cla- 
mour, which  a  few  years  ago  had  been  excited  againft  thecn 
to  anfwer  a  party  purpofe,  when  he  did  not  doubt  but  thofe 
who  raifed  it  Relieved  that  the  contrary  of  their  aflertions 
would  fooner  or  later  be  fliewn  to  be  the  true  ftate  of  the  cafe^ 
and  in  all  thefe  obfervatlons  he  flattered  himfelf  that  he  was 
,fully  juflified  by  the  prefent  increafing  price  of  India  ll(Ac, 
which  furely  was  no  flight  teftimony  of  the  public  confi- 
dence. 
Maj. Scott      Major  Scott  now  rofe,  and  faid : 

Lord  Frederick  Campbell, 

I  rife  with  a  peculiar  degree  of  fatisfaflion  and  pleafure  to 
cfi^er  a  few*  remarks  to  the  Houfe,  on  the  day  exp  eflly  ap- 
pointed for  taking  into  confideration  the  paft  and  prefent  ftate 
of  theBritifli  government  in  India.  It  isr  highly  honourable 
to  the  King's  Minifters  that  they  do  now*  for  a  third  time, 
bring  forward  to  the  vie^v  of  Parliament  and  the  public  the 
a£lual  ftate  of  that  diftant  empire. 

It  has  been   my  warmeft  wifli,  my  Lord,  at  all  times,  to 
detedi  and  expofe  thofe  moft   fallacious  and   ridiculous  ac- 
counts which  have  been  detailed  in  tlu^s  Houfe  and    elfc- 
where,  and  diflfeminated  with  fo  much  induftry  throughout 
this  nation,  and  throughout  Europe,  relative  to  the  ftate  of 
Eengal   and   its  dependencies.     Gentlemen  are  well   aware 
that   where  two  reprefentations  of  the  fituation  of  a  whole 
people  01  e  given,  totally  dilfc^rlng  from  each  other  in  every 
particular,  both  cannot  be  true.     Thofe  who  fit  oppofite  to 
me  have  for  feme  years  paft  been  in  the  habit  of  defcribing 
the  natives  of  Bengal,  and  its  depen^'encies,  as  reduced  to  the 
loweft  flate  of  depreflion,  mifery,  and  fubjet^^ion,  the  people 
fleeced  of  their  property,  the  revenues  colledled  with  a  de* 
'    g'ce  of  feverity,  at  which  humanity  ftiudders;   wanton  op- 
'  predion,    grofs   injuftice,    deliberate^    unprovoked   tyranny^ 
marking  eyery  aft  of  the  Britifli  goveVnment ;  and  the  fyftem 
efinblifhed  at  home  expreflly  calculated  to  perpetuate  thofe 
miferies  which  it  profefled  to  remedy.     This  is  no  exaggera-* 
tion;  tbofe  who  have  attended  to  the  debates  of  this  Houfe^ 
nr  to  proceedings  elfewhere,  well  know   that  our  language 
has  been  ranfackcd  for  epithets  fufficiently.forcU)le  to  con- 

demix 
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denin  every  panrt  of  the  prefent  fjrftem.    I,will  not  again  al- 
lude to  the  dreadful  tales  that  have  been  told  —  tales  which 
this  Houfe  knows  now  have  no  foundation  in  truth,  but  by 
which  I  will  confidently  affirm,  that  Parliament  and  the  na- 
tion have  been  degraded,  diihonoured,  and  difgraced,  in  the 
eyes  of  all  Europe.     VVere  they  believed,  thoie  humane  and 
liberal-mindeil  men,  who,  without  f;\rther  enquiry,  would 
hive  abolifhed  much  of  tlie  important  commerce  of  this  coun* 
try,  muft,  I  am   fure,  have  long  ago  propofed  to  withdraw 
every  Englifliman  from  Hfhdoitan.    This  Houfe  has  now 
efery  pofiible  means  of  information   before  them,  and  I 
know  that  the  gentlemen  who  fit  oppofite  to  me  are  not  igno- 
rant of  the  true  ftate  of  Bengal.     For  what  purpofe  is  it 
then  that  the  national  character  continues  to  be  degraded 
throughout  the  world  ?  Is  the  voice  of  calumny  to  be  incef- 
fantly  employed,  becaufe  thofe  who  ferved  their  country  in 
India  had  the  good  fortune  to  do,  what  many  who  were  em- 
ployed  elfewjiere  cou\i  not  accomplifh?  But  I  have  too 
nvQch  confidence  in  the  honour  and  the  good  fenfe  of  this 
Houfe,  to  think  that  gentlemen  will  (hut  their  ears  to  convic- 
tion.   I  will  not  prelume  to  advance  one  word  which  I  can- 
not fupport,  either  by  evidence  upon  your  table  now,  or  by 
evidence  that  can  at  any  moment  be  called  to  .your   bar» 
Nay  1  would  even  venture  to  appeal  to  the  honourable  gen- 
tleman oppofite  to  me  (Mr.  Sheridan)  to  prove  the  fallacy  of 
thofe  accounts  which  have  been  fo  confidently  delivered, 
fmce  that  gentleman  has  a  general  acquaintance,  and  has 
other  means  of  information,,  by  which  he  muft  know  how 
grofily  erroneous  all  the  Aatements  have  been  that  were  givea 
irom  gentlemen  on  that  fide  of  the  Houfe  as  to  Bengal^ 
Benares,  or  Oude. 

An  honourable  gentleman  (Mr*  Francis)  whom  I  do  not 
now  fee  in  his  place  (Mr.  Francis  juft  then  walked  up  the 
Houfe)  but  whom  I  this  inflant  have  the  pleafure  to  behold, 
that  honourable  gentleman,  for  the  firft  time  that  an  India 
Budget  has  been  opened,  has  omitted  to  fay  one  word  as  to 
theftate  of  the  government  of  India,  or  to  reprobate,  as  he 
ufed  to  do,  the  fyftem  under  which  it  was  governed.  This  I 
take  to  be  a  good  omen,  and  I  hope  we  fhall  all  agree  in  the 
end. 

Twenty-five  years  have  elapfed  fince  this  nation  has  pof- 
feffed  an  abfolute  fovereignty  over  one  of  the  fineft  and  the 
mod  populous  kingdoms  of  the  earth*  It  was  our  policy  for 
the  firft  feven  years  of  i  he  period  to  leave  tlie  entire  govern- 
ment of  the  country  in  the  hands  of  one  Mahomedan  ;  but 
from  the  year  1772  to  the  prefent  moment,  the  government 
of  the  country ,  the  colle^ions  of  the  revenues,  and  the  ad- 

mimfir^uioQ  of  juftice,  have  been  in  the  bands  of  the  Englifh 

them- 
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rfaeiTifelves;  and  I  affirm  it  to  be  a  truth  vncotumnfrted,  in« 
controvertible,  nrvcr  dilputed  by  any  idtimtertfted  m«in  of 
common  ienle,  that  from  i^?^  to  the  prdent  hour,  Bengal 
has  beeti  in  a  rapid  ftate  ot  improvement,  with  reipedk  to 
agriculture,  population,  and  commerce.  The  King^t  Mi- 
nifters,  and  thole  who  have  accefs  to  the  beft  official  informa- 
tion, admit  tht  truth  of  this  faA.  It  it  confirmed  by  xhm 
folemn  declaration  of  every  gentleman  who  arrives  from  Bon« 
gal.  It  is  proved  hy  the  prodiMSVivenef''  of  the  revenue,  and 
by  theaftonifliing  drains  which  that  country  has  bofne  daring 
the  late  arduous  ftruggle  for  exiftence  in  India;  and  yet,  my 
Lord,  the  fadl  has  not  only  been  denied  in  this  Houie,  h»e 
the  authority  and  the  name  of  the  Houfe  are  ufed  in  diflemi- 
nnting  to  the  world  the  moft  folemn  declarations,  that  by 
mal  adminiftration  '<  the  welfare  of  the  Eaft  India  Company 
^<  has  materially  fuflff  red,  the  happinefs  of  the  natives  of  In* 
*<  dia  been  deeply  afFeded,  their  confidence  in  Knglifti  faith 
^  and  lenity  /h;iken  and  impaired,  and  the  honour  of  th« 
^  Crown,  and  chara£ter  of  this  nation,  wantonly  and  wick«^ 
•     ««  edly  degraded." 

Such  is  one  of  the  melancholy  reprefentations  which  this 
'  Houfe  has  nominally  fanAioned.     Let  any  gentleman  read 

what  the  Houfe  has  (aid  relative  to  the  n>ode  by  which  the 
i«venues  of  Bengal  have  been  for  yenrs,  and  are  at  this  very 
moment  collefted.  If  1  am  to  Relieve'  what  this  Houfe  has 
lrlen.nl y  declared  to  be  true,  I  mud  fay  that  the  revenues 
have  been  and  are  cotlef^ed  in  a  manner  **  vexatious,  eppref* 
<'  five,  and  deOruAive  to  the  inhabitants  of  Bengal;  and 
^  thai  the  rights  of  private  property  have  been  moft  noto* 
**  rioufly  and  fcandaloufly  violated."  If  the  defcription  of  the 
internal  government  of  Bengal  is  thus  melancholy,  it  is  fo  in 
a  (till  greater  degree  as  we  ad\'ance  ui>on  the  Ganges.  Gen- 
tlemen have  all  heard  the  ftate  and  condition  of  Benares  and 
of  Oude,  as  defcribed  both  in  and  out  of  the  Houie,  and  as 
defcribed  in  the  name  and  by  the  authority  of  the  Houfe. 
Let  me  therefore  now  proceed,  from  unqueftionable  evidence, 
to  do  away  this  load  nf  grofs  and  foolifh  mifreprefentation, 
which,  thoug^h  it  may  advance  the  views  and  defigns  of  a  fac- 
tion,  degrades  us  in  the  eye  of  the  public. 

I  (hall  in  no  cafe  now  prefume  to  quote  the  authority'  of 
that  gentleman  whom  this  Houfe  has  thought  proper  to  im- 
peach, but  I  have  an  undoubted  right  to  quofe,  as  complete 
evidence,  the  folemn  declaration  of  his  immediate  fucctflbr 
(Sir  John  Macpherfon).  On  the  loth  of  Auguft,  1786,  Sir 
John  writes  as  follows  to  the  Court  of  Dirtdlors : 

**  The  condition  in  which  Earl  Cornwallis  will  reoeive  the 
"  governmeiit  of  India  is  creditable  to  the  Company,  and 
^  carinotbutbefati8f2i£lorytotbet}fttiQii»    The  native  inlia* 

bitai^ts 
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^  bitantf  of  this  kingdom  are,  I  believe,  the  happieftj  and 
^  thebeft  proteAed  fubjects  in  India ;  our  natives  allies  and 
^<  tribataries  are  fatis£ed»  and  confide  in  our  protection; 
*^  the  country  powers  areemuloufly  afpiring  to  the  friendlh^p 
^  of  tbe.£nglifli ;  and  from  the  King  of  Tidore  towardrNew 
*^  Guuiea^  to  limurShaw  on  the  banks  of  the  Indus,  there 
^<  is  not  a  ftate  that  has  not  lately  given  us  proofs  of  con&- 
«  deiKe  and  rcfpedi  '* 

I  will  not  pay  (b  fulfome  a  compliment  to  Sir  John  Mac* 
pherfon  (wbofe  merits  I  am  is  ready  as  any  man  to  acknow- 
ledge) af  to  (ay»  that  this  happinefs  of  the  natives,  this  ref- 
peCt  and  confidence  of  foreign  powers,  was  the  confequence 
of  any  meafure  recently  purfued.  The  hSt  is,  my  Lord, 
that  the  Britilh  name  then,  and  for  years  before,  ftood  high 
in  India;  and  that  the  natives  of  bengal  were  then  as  they 
had  been  for  years  before,  "  the  bappieft  and  thebeft  protec* 
"  ttd  fubjedls  in  India." 

Another  gentleman  who  has  long  fcrved  the  Company  in 
very  important  offices,  and  now  tills  with  great  credit  to 
himfelf  and  advantage  to  the  Company,  one  of  the  firft  offi- 
ces it  has  to  beftow,  (  mean  Mr.  Shore)  faid  in  the  year  17819 
"  That  the  natives  were' happier  and  their  property  better  fe- 
*'  cuied  onder  our  government  than  under  that  of  their  for- 
**  mer  fovereigns.  This,"  fnys  Mr.  Shore,  "  1  fpeak  with 
"  all  the  confidence  conviction  infpiies.**  1  he  fame  gentle- 
iDln  defended  the  government  of  Bengal  in  the  la(t  year, 
when  it  was  ailerted  that  feverries  ufed  in  a  diftant  province 
to  compel  the  payment  of  balances  were  common  in  Bengal. 
The  fad  was  pcfitively  denied,  whatever  might  have  been 
the  pradice  in  a  remote  corner  <if  a  drftant  province,  i  liis 
^as  faid  vvhen  the  charges  preferred  againft  Dehy  ^ing  were 
finally  detennmed  upon;  and,  for  the  honour  of  ihe  britiih 
nation,  I  truft  the  time  will  come  when  that  ftory  Hiall  lie 
folly  inveftigated  in  this  Houfe. 

My  Lord,  the  noict  document  to  Mhich  I  fhall  refer,  in 
-  proof  of  the  profperous  ftatc  of  Bengal,  is  a  vry  curious  let- 
ter from  Mr.  James  Grant  to  Karl  Cornwallis,  now  upon 
your  table.  A  more  authentic,  or  a  more*  conclufive  docu- 
ment, cannot  be  produced.  Salt  is  a  nect*flnry  of  life  *n  all 
coumrics,  but  more  particularly  fo  in  Beng jI,  >^'  here  foi.te  of 
the  caftseat  no  fl^-fti  meat,  others  very  little,  uicl  wlicre  fait 
i«  confumed  by  all.  Mr.  Grant  has  had  accel&  •  ^  every  offi- 
cial document,  and  to  e\f  rv  otl^er  channel  of  mfetmation, 
nccefiiry  to  elucidate  the  fuhje£t  o^  which  he  writes :  and  he 
ha^  proved  that  the  confumpti  n  of  fall  in  l78o,wasconfidera- 
Uy  more  than  m  third  beyond  the  CfrQlumption  of  tlie  fam^ 
•riklf  in  1765.  He  the ti  adds,  **  A  lapfc  of  fif  wn  vears 
**  «ud«r  tbe  lenity  of  the  Lngli&governmenty  had  (yrt  Inly 
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**  operated  a  very  material  change  in  the  flate  of  things. 
"  Greater  feeurity  and' freedom  in  agriculture,  manufaf^ure?, 
**  and  commerce,  increafed  confiderably  the  population  of 
**  the  country,  with  the  wealth  and  the  profperity  of  its  in- 
*^  habitants.  An  additional  confumption  of  all  the  necef- 
**  farics  of  life  was  a  natural  confequence,  and  fully  evinced 
**  the  improved  condition  of  the  Britifh  provinces.'' 

In  another  part  of  his  letter,  Mr.  Grant  ftates  this  as 
•"  indicating  with  moral,  infallible  certainty,  a  prodigious 
**  increafe  of  population,  and  all  its  concomitant  advantages, 
**  in  a  period  of  little  more  than  twenty  years."  And  argu- 
ing from  the  data  he  has  laid  down,  Mr.  Grant  fuppofes  the 
inhabitants  under  the  Bengal  government  to  be  thirteen  mil- 
lions fix  hundred  thouHind  fouls. 

Th^  letter  is  before  the  Houfe,  and  I  refer  gentlemen  to  it 
as  a  moft  valuable  and  curious  document.  It  is  decifive  as  to 
the  point  for  which  I  moved  for  it,  which  was  to  (hew  the 
improved  and  the  improving  ftate  of  Bengal  under  the  Britifti 
government.  This  gentleman  was  appointed  to  a  very  confi- 
de^ahle  office  under  the  Bengal  government,  not  by  Mr. 
Haftings,  but  by  Sir  John  Macpherfon.  His  character 
Aands  high  ^nd  unimpeached;  his  afliduity  is  unremitted; 
and  I  am  thoroughly  convinced  of  the  truth  of  his  itatement, 
and  of  the  juili(;e  of  the  conclufions  which  he  draws  from 
it. 

The  fame  gentleman  has  written  an  analyfis  of  the  revenues 
of  Bengal,  Bahar,  Orifla,  the  Northern  Circars,  and  Benares. 
They  are  very  voluminous,  and  contain  much  valuable  infor- 
mation, all  tending  to  confirm  moft  fully  every  thing  that  I 
have  had  the  honour  at  any  time  to  flate  to  this  Houfe — in 
particular  the  analyfis  pf  the  Benares  revenues,  ftates  that 
forty  lacks  is  a  very  moderate  annual  aflelTment,  and  utterly 
does  away  every  affertion  that  has  been  made  by  gentlemen 
oppofite  to  me,  relative  to  the  ftate  of  that  diftridb,  or  to  the 
rights  of  its  zemindars.  It  is  not  from  difrefpeS  to  Mr. 
Grant  that  I  have  not  moved  for  them  to  be  laid  on  the  table. 
I  underftand  he  will  be  foon  in  Enghpd  ;  and  if  he  can  prove 
to  the  fatisfadlon  of  the  right  honourable  gentleman  below 
me  (Mr.  Dundas)  thAt  the  zemindars  of  Bengal,  and  the  na* 
tive  officers,  have  defrauded  government  annually  of  a  mil- 
lion a  year  for  twenty-five  years,  I  dare  fay  he  would  be 
very  happy  to  bring  that  fum  hereafter  into  the  Exchequer. 

My  Lord,  in  addition  to  Mr.  Grant's  authority,  I  can 
quote  the  fentiments  of  every  Englifli  gentleman  who  has  left 
Bengal  in  the  feven  laft  years,  and  particularly  a  gentleman 
of  great  knowledge  and  obfervation,  who  was  ^twelve  years 
beyond  the  Company's  provinces.  That  gentleman  (Colonel 
Polier,  who  has  lately  arrived)  airore4  me  that  in  pailing 

from 
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from  the  banks  oF  the  Carumnafla,  which  divides  Bahar  from 
the  province  of  i^nares,  down  to  Calcutta,  about  520  miieSy 
he  faw  a  country  improvejd  l)eyond  what  he'Conceived  was 
poffihle.in  foch  a  fpace of  ttcnei 

.  The  next  evidence  that  I  ihsll  adduoi*  comes  moft  mateRi- 
ally  and  pointedly  to  the  fa£i;  1  mean  the  teftimonials  tranf- 
fnitted  by  all  the.prrncipal  natives  of  Bengal  and  its  depen- 
dencies, rclatrve  to  Warren.  Haflings,  Efquire,  late  Governor 
<}eneral  of  Bengal,  if  gentlemen  o|%pofite  to  me  will  give  no 
credit  to  the  Kmg*s  MinrAers,  nor  to  Earl  Cornwalli^  nor 
Sir  John  Macpherfon,  nor  Mr*  Grant ;  if  they  wiil  not  bo- 
l:e\8  the  folemn  aSertions  of  every  Englifh  gentleman  who 
arrives  from  the  country  ;  tf  they  continue  to  this  moment 
to  affirm  that  Fengal  is  ruined,  exhaufted},  and  defolated ;  I 
hope  they  wil^  alter  their  language  after  they  have  heard  what. 
the  natLves  themfelves  fay,  from  the  higheft  to  the  loweft 
ranks  amongft  them,  and  that  uncontrovertible  evidence  is 
now  upon  the  table  of  this  Houfe.  The  manner  in  which 
tbefe  teilimoniais  have  been  fent  home,  eludes  every  poir»bility 
of  fafpicion  ae  to  their  authenticity.  It  is  a  fa3  of  uTtiverfjil 
notorietVf  that  thetiativ  s  were  eager  and  anxioiis  to  fliew 
their  rtfyeSt  for  the  Britifli  government,  to  declare  the  hap- 
pinefs  which  they  enjoyed  t»oder  the  pipotefiion  of  the  man 
who  for  thirteen  years  had  been  placed  over  them ;  and  who, 
in  point  of  faA,  firft  reduced  that  government  into  fyAeni. 
That  thefe  teilimoniais  are  highly  important  tothe^^entle- 
nun  of  whom  they  tnake  fuch  diKinguiftved  and  honouraMc 
mention  is  certara ;  but  to  xkk  Houfe,  on  this  day,  they  are 
alfo  important,  in  fo  far  as  they  futly  coniirm  all  that  Sir 
John  Macpheribn,  Mr.  Grant,  Mr.  Shore>  t4!ie  King's  Mi- 
nifters,  and  every  unhiafled,  wdl-informed  perfon  has  faid,  • 
of  the  fuperioriry  of  the  Englifb  government  in  India  over 
that  of  any  native  adraniift ration  whatever.  What  is  faid 
upon  this  fohjedl  -by  one  man  is  fo  peculiarlv  ilriking  that  I 
Ihall  beg  leave  to  repeat  it.  Meer  Afliruff  Dean  Hofemy, 
who  figns  the  Patna  addrefs,  aids  after  his  oame' thefe' 
words:  **  Froqi  the  juftice  of  Mr.  Haflings,  his  proteiSkioa 
*^  of  the  people,  and  His  excellent  conduS  towards  them  ; 
'^  the  people  of  other  countries  deiired,  as  for  example  thvfe 
^'  of  Cafhmier  lift  up  their  hands  in  prayer  that  (iod  would 
"  make  the  Englilh  government  the  lot  of  their  country." 

Having  now,  my  Lord,  laid  this  ground-work,  I  (hall  re- 
fer to  my  lad  evidence,  which  binds ^nd  fixes  the  whole;  I 
mean  the  eftimated  and  adlual  receipts  of  revenue  binder  the 
Bengal  government  for  one  complete  year.  The  edimated 
revenu'9  for  1787-8,  was  five  millions,  fixty-four  thoufand, 
eight  hundred  and  ninety  pounds,  twelve  fhillings;  but  the 
aftual  revenue  received  was  five  millions,  one  hundred,  ao4 
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tiglity-two  thoufand  feven  hundred  and  eighty  poo|ids;  the 
eftimated  expences  were  three  millions,  (ixty-fis^  ^Koufand 
pounds ;  the  adtual  expences  were  three  millions,  forty-fix 
thoufand  pounds;  fo  that  from  the  receipts  and  expences  of 
Bengal^  defcribed  by  fomc  genjlemeh  as  qpprejied,  niined, 
and  depopulated,  there  was  in  the  laft  year  a  real  avai'ahle 
furplus  in  Bengal  of  revepue,  beyond  expences  of  every  dcno- 
fnination,  of  two  millions,  one  hphdred,- and  t^Trty- five  thou- 
fand, nine  hundred  and  thirty  pounds,  cdiifiderably  exceeding 
the  ftirplus  which  it  was  eftimated  thelaft  year  wpuhf  afford". 
Whether  this  furplus  \\^s  been  wifely  difpofed  of,  by  paying 

'  it'away  in  part  tb  Madfas,  or  Boinbay ;  whether"  tlic  military 
eftabli(hments  there  fo  far  beyond  their  means  of  paying, 
blight  or  ought  ^t  to  be  reduced,  is  no  part  of  my  argument) 
fo,r  on  this  day Twifli  to  confine  rayfelf  to  Bengal,*  and  to 

'  (hew  that  tliere  i's  rib,  other  country  upon  earth  that  can 
boaft  of  fuch  a  furplus  revenue,  that  there  is  no  country 
ttiore  flourifhing,  nor  body  of  people  niore  happy  of  contented. 
*flie  pghf  hortporable  ^[^tlemaii  who  opened-  tlie  Budget 
Contented  hirnfelf  v^ith  tjierely  ftating  the  amount'  of  the  re- 
ceipt's arid  expen<liture^  but,  with  the  leave  of  the  Houfe,  I 
fhall  fay  a  few  wbrds  upqn  the  moft  hiaferial  items  -    T]ie  firij 

•  is  the  Benares  feveriufe.  Gentleinen  will  fee  that  more  tban 
thtf  eftiriiated  revenue  is  adlually  received.  Tl|e  total  a^ove 
JForty-five  lacks  of  ruj^es.    Does  the  right  honourable  gent Ic- 

.  inan,  or  arty  other  per  (op,  exprefs  tjie  leaft  doubt  as  to  the 
toUedlioifs  of  future  years  ?  Qri  the  contrary,  does  riot  Mr. 
iGrant,'  >  well-iiiformed'  man,  and  a  dear  authority,  fay 
that  the  afleffirtent:  is  Moderate  ?  How  is  that  tb  be  recortcilecj 
With  what  this  Hbufe  has  faicj  ^s  to  Periares?  How  is  it  to  be 
♦  reconciled  with  wfiat  the  repreferitatives  of  this  Houfe  have 
iaid  elfewhere,  relative  to  the  ftate  and  fituatiori  of  that  vaJu- 
ible  and  flourishing  province?  This  Houfe  has  pronounce^ 

that  country  t6  be  totally  ruined' and  defolalw^.  ^  peftnjc- 
tion,  deyaftation,  and  oppreflion,  an^  the  epithets  ufed  by 
this  Houfe  in  defcribihg  the  ftate  of  that  country  at  rio  very 
Aidant  period.  The  defer iption,  I  confidently  affirm,  is  not 
krue,  becaufe  the  Houfe  Icnows  that  from  a  country  fo  def- 
cribed  no  reveinues  could  be  cblleflied.'  The  fums  received, 
and  the  united  voice  of  the  natives,  are  a  fiifficient  refutatioti 
bf  fo  gloomy  an  account.  So  far  from' the  reveniie  which  Mr. 
Haftings  fixed  in  .781  falling  ftiort,  it  is  likely  to  in^reafe 
from  the  addition  of  the  opium,  which  Ear|  Cornwallj*  j^'f 
taken  for  the  benefit  of  the  Company.  "  '     '  ji 

The  next  article  is  the  Oude  fubfidy,  above  five  hum'j'f^ 
txiA  twenty-five  thoufand  pounds,  of  which  at  the  end  of  ^^ 
Jrear  the  trifling  balance  of  five  thoufand  five  hundred  pounds 
f  al  Jt/remaiiled.    Will  gentlemen  have  the  goodnefs  to  reco^ 
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U&  for  one  moment  l^hat  has  been  {zTd  in  this  Houfe  relative 
to  Oude  ?  Do  they  riot  remember  that  when  a  rig  .t  honour* 
able gcntleihan  (mu  Fox)  brought  in  bis  celebrated  India 
bill  there  was  a  balance  of  above  feven  hundred  tboufand 
pounds  doe  to  the  Company  from  Oude  ?  Do  they  not  re* 
meniber  that  bf  onedaih  ot  the  pen  heftruck  out  the  whole? 
Yet  finte  that  period  the  whole  has  been  paid*  By  papert 
Wore  this  Houfe  we  know  that  eight  millions  fterlmgs  was 
received  from  Oude  in  eight  years ;  and  that  by  the  prefent 
arrangement  the  Nabob  pays  more  than  the  third  of  the  ex« 
pence  of  our  aritiy.  But  is  there  a  man  in  the  kingdom  who 
gives  credit  to  the  accounts  which  he  has  heard^  or  the  articles 
w^  have  voted,  who  will  not  fay  thai  i^^llead  of  receivings 
half  a  million  annually  from  Oude,  we  ought,  for  years  to 
tome,  tb  fend  half  a  million  a  ye:ir  into  that  country  i 

And  hererlet  me  ferioufly  call  the  attention  of  gentlemen  to 
a  fad,  which  I  have  often  mentioned  before,  but  which  can- 
not he  no'ticed  too  often.  This  Houfe  pafled  thirteen  articles 
telative  to  Oiide,  but  did  not,  and  could  not,  read  them,  as 
I  can  prove  from  a  reference  to  the  journals*  In  thofear* 
tides  the  prefent  fyftem  by  which  Oude  is  conne£led  witli 
Bengal  is  condemned  in  all  its  parts.  The  Minifter,  Hyder 
B^Khan,  is  terriled,  in  thofe  articles,  ''an  imD^acable  ty-. 
"  rant,"  and  the  power  with  which  Mr.  Haftings  invefted 
him  is  ftated  to  be  monftrous,  and  the  a£Mtfelf  highly  crimi* 
nal.  Will  the  Houfe  be  pleafed  to  hear  what  Earl  Cornwal- 
lis  and  the  Directors,  under  the  fandlion  of  the  King's  Mini* 
fiers,  fav  as  to  the  fyftem  by  which  Oude  is  governed  ? 

Earl  Oornwallis  fays,  20th  April,  1787,  **  The  only  ma- 
"  terial  difference  which  has  taken  place  in  the  engagements 
•^  between  this  government  and  the  Nabob  Vizier,  relates  to 
'*  the  brigade  natloned  in  Futtyghur;  the  continuance  of 
"  which  body  of  troops  in  the  aominions  of  the  Vizier  I 
*  deem  equally  eilential  to  the  intereft  of  the  Vizier  and  the 
"  Company.  In  other  refpefbs  I  have  nearly  adhered  to  the 
"  principles  eftabliifaed  by  the  former  Governor  General, 
**  Mr.  Haftings,  and  fince  confirmed  by  the^orders  of  the 
^^  Honourable  the  Court  of  Directors.  All  the  fubfidiary  ar- 
**  ranjKments  have  been  formed  with  a  view  to  ftrengtben 
*'  thofe  principles,  and  render  them  permanent.** 

So  late  as  the  8th  of  April  laft,  this  communication  is  re* 
?11ed  to  by  (he  Dire£lors,  and  the  King's  Miuifters,  as 
follows : 

^  Having  atteatively  perufed  all  the  minutes,  proceedings, 
^  and  letters,  referred  to  in  thefe  paragraphs,  and  in  your 
^  fabfequent  advices  on  the  fubjed  of  the  late  agreement, 
•concluded  by  EarlCornwaUis  with  tlit  Vizier,  we  ap- 
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tb  any  market.  The  removal  of  thefe  defpotic  obftacles  to' 
commerce  and  manufafl^res  would,  he  had  no  doubt,  operate 
advantageoufly  in  favour  of  the  revenue,  to  the^  full  extenr. 
ftated  by  his  right  honourable  friend,  lliere  yet  remained 
an  article  ef  oppreffion  which  Called  aloud  for  remedy,  an<f 
tbat  was  an  article  of  revenue*  He  meant  opium.  It  would 
be  found,  in  the  records  ef  the  Company,  that  after  bread 
bad  been  fown,  and  growings  a  land -holder  had  been  obliged 
to  plough  his  field  up  and  fow  poppies.  The  land  owner, 
being  the  opium  contradler,  obliged  the  ryots^  or  peafants^ 
to  give  poppies  the  preference  over  every  other  produd  of 
cultivation.  In  refpedl  to  the  artidle  of  cotton,  till  wit  hint 
thefe  few  yean»,  we  could  not  manufacture  it  alone ;  whereas 
now,  muflins  and  an  innumerable  quantity  of  cotton  articles 
were  manufadured,  infomuch  that  millions  of  pounds  of 
cotton  were  man ufadu red  every  year.  The  raw  material^ 
therefore,  and^not  the  material  manufadlured,  (hould  be  al- 
lowed to  be  brought  over.  Indeed,  till  now,  there  was  not 
one  inftance  of  the  Company  being  allowed  to  bring  over  any 
goods  which  interfered  with  ours.  In  another  and  veiy  ef- 
lential  point,  the  right  honourable  gentletnan  feemed  to  be 
running  into  the  fame  miftnke  which  we  were  committin^^ 
here  at  home,  the  miilake  of  keeping  the  military  eftablifli- 
ment  in  India  fo  high.  Peace,  and  profound  peace,  was  de- 
clared to  reign  at  prefent  in  India;  to  what  end,  then,  main-^ 
tain  a  large  army  of  natives  there?  European  tf oops  were 
our  beft  fecufity.  On  the  bravery  and  prudence  of  Britilll 
officers,  we  mu/l  place  our  dependence  for  the  fafety  of  our 
£aft-lndia  territories ;  it  was  by  a  confciou(hefs  of  their  ya* 
lour  and  fkill  that  we  were  enabled,  with  an  army  of  ogr 
snore  than  ten  thoufand  Europeans  to  keep  millions  in  gfre. 
Mr*  Dempfter  ftated  the  poffible  evil  of  an  Indian  Gov^nor 
General  being  embarrafled  with  a  large  and  eicpenfive  ^rmjr, 
when  he  might  have  an  exhaufted  treafury^  They  mieht 
mutiny,  and  do  raoi&  harm  than  the  worft  enemy»  Ii  at 
fuch  a  terrible  moment,  a  Governor  General  ihould  happen  to 
know  where  there  were  fonie  hundred  thoufand  pounds  to  be 
found  in  a  corner,  which  njght  be  juft  enough  to  avert  the 
.  threatened  danger,  and  the  Governor  were,  in  the  hour  of 
extremeft  exigency,  to  feize  upon  it,  on  a  principle  of  State 
neceflity,  they  might  poUIbly  impeach,  and  put  him  upon 
his  trial.  Mr.  DempAer,  in  conclufion,  defired  to  kqow 
the  particulars  of  the  military  efiabliibment^  not  merely  the 
expence* 
Mr.  Mr.  Dundas  begged  leave  to  remind  the  honourable  gentle* 

Duadas*  man,  that  opium  had  been  an  article  of  revenue  in  India  fifty 
years  ago;  and  that  with  regard  to  cotton,  it  was  the  Coni* 
4iany*s  objedt  to  have  the  raw  material  and  not  the  niaterm 

imanufoc* 
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.paao/a^tui-ed^  w)\erever  th^  ca(<^  would  admits  and  ordett^ 
}\zi  been  fent  oat  for  that  purpofe  two  years  ago.  As  to  the 
military  cftabli/limenty  the  day  might  come  wi)en  that  would 
be  diminUhed-  Af  prcient,  the  honourable  gentleman  would 
not  furrly  expefl  him  to  give  an,  accpunt  of  every  foldier  iqi 
India*  1  ht;  accounts  of  the  army,  fuch  as  had  been  ufual, 
and  fuch  as  the  a£t  of  Parliament  reauired>  containing  a  full 
(latement  of  the  eitablHhmept^  civil  and  military,  were  it 
prefent,  and  bad  been  for  ibme  months,  upon  the  table. 
'  The  queftion  was  put  on  the  firft  refolution,  which  waa 
agreed  to^  ^d  iixt^n  p)0|:e  wefe  afterwards  inovcd^  am} 
agreed  to.* 
*.  The  Hot^fe  adjourned* 

Fridajfy  ^  July. 

Lord  Fredeiick  .  Campbell,  according  to  order,  reported 
from  the  Committee  of  the  whole  Hbufe,  to  whom  it  was 
referred  to  confider  of  the  feveral  accounts  and  papeis  which 
were  p^efented  to  the  (foufe  upon  the  23;d  and  29th  days  of 
June  laft,  by  Mr.  Ramfay  and  Mr.  Morton,  from  the  Di« 
leSors  of  the  Eaft* India  Company,  the  refolutions  which 
pe  Committee  had  directed  him  to  repqrt  to  the  Houfe; 
which  he  read  in  his  place,  and  afterwards  delivered  in  at  the 
table,  where  the  fatne  were  read^  and  agreed  to  by  the  Houfe^ 
and  are  as  follow,  vi;^. 

V  Re{olyed,-That  it  appears  that  the  annual  revenues  of 
f^  the  £aA-India  Compapy,  in  the  provinces  of  Bengal,  Ba- 
'^  har,  and  Orifia,  and  frpm  Benares  and  Oude,  under  the 
f  heads  of  Mint  or  Coinage  Dirties,  Poft-office  Colledions, 
^^  Benares  Revenue,  Oude  Subfidy,  Land  Revenues,  Cuf- 
V  toms^  and  the  receipts  from  fhe  fales  of  fait  and  opium* 
•*  amounted,  on  the  average  of  three  years,  from  1 785-6 
"  to  1787-8,  both  inclufive,  to  the  fum  of  fivecrores,  eight  ' 
f*  lacks,  eighty-feyen  thouland  fix  nundred  and  fifty-five 
J*  current- rupees. 

f*  Refdlved,  That  i^  app^^rs  that  the  annual  revenues  of 
f^  the  Eaft-India  Company  in  the  provinces  of  Bengal,  Ba* 
^  har,  aiid  OriiTa,  and  from  Benares  and  Oude,  under  the 
."  fame  heads  which  were  eftima^ed  for  the  year  1787-8,  at 
*'  five  crores,  fix  lacks,  forty-eight  thpufan^  nine  hundred 
^  and  fix  current  nypees,  amounted  to  five  crore,  eighteen 
^^  lacksy  twenty-feven«t]ioufand  ope  hundred  and  feventeen 
•*  current  rupees.  1^ 

^^  Refolved,  Th^^t  it  appears  that  the  charges  defrayed^by 
f^  the  E^tft-India  Company,  in  the  provinces  of  Bengal,  Ba- 
^  har,  and  OrifiTa,  and  in  Benares  and  Oude,  und^r  the  heads 
I*  of  Civil,  Military,  and  Marine,  the  charges  of  coUefting 

»i;  the  revenues  and  cuftomS|  and  the  advances  and  charges  on 

'  i.i*  J ^»  .i.  v .»»•...»•.„.  ^  ..,..«         j^  account 
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'  ^  account  of  fait  and  opium,  which  weri;  eftiinated  for  the 

**  year  1787-8  at  three  crorrs,  fix  lacks^  ijxty-two  thoufand 

^'  n>ur  hundred  and  one  current  rupees,  amounted  to  three 

•  ^  crore,  four  lacks,  fixty-fcven  thoufand  fcven  hundred  and 

••  fixty-feven  current  rupees. 

**  Relblved,  That  it  appears  that- the  annual  revenues  of 
•*  the  Eaft-lndia  Company  at  the  Prefidency  of  Fort  Saiitt 
**  Geoi]|e,  and  the  fettlements  fuhordinate  thereto,  and  m 
•*  the  Carnatic  and  Northern  Circars,  under  the  heads  of 
**  Mint  or  Coinage  Duties*  Sea  «r  Land  Cufloms,  Suhfidy 
^  of  llie  Naheh  of  Arcot  and  Ra^ah  of  Tanjore,  Land  Re- 
\  ^  venues,  and  Farms  and  Licences,  amounted,  on  an  average 

*^  of  the  years  1785-6  and  1786-7,  to  t!»e  fom  of  twenty -fix 
**  tacks,  thirty  one  thoufand  and  ninety- feven  pagodas. 

**  Refoltcd,  That  it  appears,  that  the  annual  revenues  of 
•^  the  Eaft-India  Company  at  the  Pr^fidency  of  Fort  Saint 
•*  George,  and  the  fettlements  fuhordinate  thereto,  and  in 
^  the  Carnatic  and  Nonhcrn  Crrcars,  under  the  heads  afore^ 
**  faid,  which  were  eftimated  (after  allowing  fiin- the  charge* 
^  of  coIIe<5ling  theiame)  to  amount  to  thfrty  lades,  twelve 
*♦  thoufand  fcven  hundred  and  ninety-fix  pogodas,  amoontrd 
^  to  twenty-four  lacks^  ninety-three  thoufand  two  hundred 
**  and  one  pagodas. 

*♦  Refolvcd,  Tliat  it  appears  that  the  charges  defrayed  by 
**  the  Eaft-India  Company  at  the  Prefulency  of  Fort  Saint 
•*  George,  and  the  fettlements  fubordinate  thereto,  and  in 
•*  the  Carnatic  ^^^d  Northern  Circars,  under  the  refpeAivc 
**  heads  of  Civil,  Military,' Buildings  and  Fortifications, 
•••which  were  eftimated/or  the  Vear  1787  8  to  amount  to 
•*  twenty-nine  lacks,  feventeen  thoufand  five,  hundred  and 
^*  forty  pagodas,  amounted  to  thtrty-one  lacfcs^  eigbteeo 
•^  thoufand  two  hundred  and  three  pagodas. 

♦*  Rcfolved,  That  it  appears,  that  the  annual  revenues  of 
^  the  Eaft-India  Compnny  at  the  Prefidency  of  Fort  Saint 
^  George,  and  the  fettlements  fuhordinate  thereto,  and  in 
*'  the  Carnatic  and  Northern  Circars,  under  the  heads  afore* 
**  faid,  for  the  year  1788  9^  are  efiimared  hy  the  Governor 
and  Council  of  Madras  to  amount  to  the  fum  of  thirty- 
three  lacks,  ninety-fix  thoufand  6ne  hundred  and  thirty* 
•*  three  pagrxlas. 

**  Refdved,  That  it  appears  that  the  anni^al  charges  to  be 
*•  defrayed  by  tlie  faid  Company  at  the  Prefidency  of  Fort 
"  Saint  George,  and  in  the  Carnatic  and  Northern  Circars» 
**  under  the  refpeftive  heads  of  Civil,  Milirarv,  Buildings 
**  and  Fortifications,  and  the  charges  of  colleSing  the  re- 
**  venues  and  cuftoms  for  the  year  1788-9,  are  efiimated  hj 
^f  the  Goyernpr  and  Coan<:il  at  M;|tdras^  to  aa«ount  to  the 
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•*  fom  of  thirty-two  lacks,  feventy-fix  thoufand,   two  hun- 
**  dred  and  nineteen  oagodas. 

•*  RefolvcJ,  That  it  appears  that  the  annual  revenues  of 
"  the  Eaft-India  Company  at  the  Prefidency  of  Bombay, 
'^  and 'the  fettlements  fubordinate  thereto,  under  the  heads 
"  of  Land  Revenues,  Cuftoms,  and  Farms  and  Licences, 
"  aznonnted  on  the  average  of  three  years,  from  1 785-6,  to 
**  1787-8,  both  inclufive,  to  the  fum  of  eleven  lacks,  fe- 
**  ventjr-fix  thoufand  three  hundred  and  fifty-fix  Bombay 
**  rupees. 

"  Refolvcd,  That  it  appears  that  the  annual  revenues  of 
•*  the  Eaft-India  Company  at  the  Prefidency  of  Bombay, 
"  and  the  fettlements  fubordinate  thereto,  under  the  heads 
**  aforefaid,  which  were  efiimated  fbr  the  year  1787-0,  to 

amount  to  eleven  lacks,  feventy-fix  thoufand  fix  hundred 

and  one  Bombay  rupees,  amounted  to  elevan  lacks,  twenty- 
^  nine  thoufand  five  hundred  and  thirty- four  Bombay  ru- 
"  pees. 

"  Refolved,  That  it  appears  that  the  charges, defrayed  by 
"  the  Eaft  India  Company,  at  the  Prefidency  of  Bombay, 
"  and  the  fettlements  fubordinate  thereto,  which  were  efti- 
**  mated  for  the  year  1787-8  to  amount  to  thirty-fix  lacks, 
"  fifty-one  thoufand  two  hundred  and  forty-five  Bombay 
*^  rupees,  afnounted  to  thirty-eight  lacks,  three  hundred  and 
"  fifty-eight  Bombay  rupees. 

"  Refolved,  That  it  appears  that  the  annual  revenues  of 
"  the  Eafi- India  Company  at  the  Prefidency  of  Bombay,  and 
"  the  fettlements  fubordinate  thereto,  under  the  heads  of 
"  Land  Revenues,*Cuftom§,  and  Farms  and  Licences,  for 
"  the  year  i'788-9,  arc  eftimated,  by  the  Governor  and 
•*  Council  of  Bombay,  at  the  fum  qf  eleven  4acks,  feventy- 
**  four  thoufand  one  hundred  and  thirty-eight  Bombay  ru- 

pees* 

"  Refolved,  Tliat  it  appears  that  the  annual  charges  to 
"  be  defrayed  by  the  Eaft-lndia  Company  at  the  Prefidency  . 
"  of  Bombay,  and  the  fettlements  fubordinate  thereto,  in  the  - 
**  year  1788-9,  are  eftimated  at  fifty  lacks,  fifty-five  thou- 
"  fand  two  hundred  and  feventeen  Bombay  rupees. 

"  Refolved,  Tliat  it  appears  that  the  annu:jl  revenues  of 
"  the  Eaft-lndia  Company  at  the  Prefidency  of  Fort  Marl- 
"  borough,  and  its  dependencies,  arifing  from  cuftofla*;,  farms, 
"  and  licences,  amounted,  on  an  average  of  three  years,  from 
"ti784-5  to  1786-7,  both  inclufive,  to  the  fum  of  ten 
"  houfand  one  hundred  and  feventy-feven  dollars. 

"  Pwcfolved,  That  it  appears,  that  the  total  of  debts  ow- 
"  ing  by  the  Eaft-lndia  Company  in  their  different  fettle- 
"  ments  in  theEaft  Indies,  exclufive  of^the  fums  for  which 
"  bills  have  been  granted,  pa v able  on  the  Court  of  Dirc£^ors 
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^<  at  home,  in  purfuance  of  their  orders  of  the  15th  day  of 
*<  September^  17859  and  31ft  of  July,  17879  amounted^ 
<«  according  tothel«(teft  accounts  of  the  whole  debt  received 
^'  in  Elnglandf  to  the  fum  of  feven  crore,  fixty  lacks,  forty- 
**  feven  thoufaad  five  hundred  and  forty-eight  current  ru- 
•*  pees. 

^'  Refolved,  That  it  appear^,  that  the  total  of  the  debts 
'.  ^*  owing  by  the  Eaft-India  Company  in  their  different  fettle- 
<<  ments  in  the  t  aft-Indies,  bearing  intereft,  amounted,  ac« 
*^  cording  to  the  lateft  accounts  received  in  England,  to  the 
^  fumof  fivecrore,  feventy-feven  lacks,  fixty-twfo  thoufand 
^^-  four  hundred  and  forty*eight  current  rupees. 

*^  Refolved,  That,  it  appears,  that  the  annua!  amount  of 
^^  intereft  payable  on  the  (aid  debts  in  Wia,  was  fort jf-eight 
<<  lacks,  feven  thoufand  and  nineteen  current  rupees'* 

Mftj.Scott  '  Major  Scott  rofe,  and  (aid :         • 

Mri^  Speaker, 
After  having  trefpailed  fo  long  upon  the  indulgence  of  the 
/  Houfe  the  other  night,  I  ihall  only  now  prefumeto  detain 
thtm  a  few  minutes,  in  confequence  of  what  fell  from  an 
honourable  and  refpe£table  gentleman,  (Mr.  Dempfter,) 
whofe  good  opinion  1  am  very  anxious  to  retain,  and  who  I 
wiih  fiiould  think  well  of  every  part  of  our  Indian  govern- 
ment* Though  I  have  no  encouragement  to  add  to  my  for- 
mer obfervations,  from  the  prefeut  appetirance  of  the  Houfe, 
yet  it  convinces  me  of  one  thing,  that  what  I  did  take  the 
liberty  to  (ay,  cannot  be  anfwered;  for  if  the  gentlemen  who 
were  formerly  fo  loud  in  oppofition  to  the.Kne  I  have  taken^ 
could  defend  or^fupport  their  former  aflertions;  they  would 
not  be  abfent  on  this  day ;  nor  would  another  (et  ot  gentle- 
men  be  filent,  if  they  had  not  difcovercd  their  former  errors. 
Is  it  poflible,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  thofe  gentlemen  who  would 
abolifh  a  valuable  commerce,  on  the  very  appearance  only 
of  its  being  oppref&ve,  would  (it  filent  on  a  fubjeA  where 
thfS  happinefs  of  millions  is  at  (lake,  unlefs  they  knew  how 
groffly  they  had  been  deceived  ?  For,  I  never  can  imprefs 
this  truth  too  (Irongly  upon  this  Houfe  and  the  Public,  that 
the  fyftem  by  which  Bengal  is  governed  at  this  pre(ent  mo- 
ment, is  precifely  the  fyftem  that  ftands  fo  ftrikingly  con- 
demned by  the  votes,  and  upon  the  journals  of  this  Houfe. 

The  honourable  gentleman  finds  fault  with  the  large  mih'- 
tary  efiablifhment  in  Bengal ;  but  I  beg  he  will  recoIUfb  the 
prodigious  extent  of  country  which  our  army  covers  and 
defends — ^twelve  hundred  and  fifty  miles  in  length,  and  in 
fome  places  fix  hundred  and  fifty  in  breadth.  I  would  alfo 
defire  tlie  honourable  gentleman  to  recollef^,  that  more  than 
one-third  of  the  expence  of  the  Bengal  army  is  borne  by  the 
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Nabob  of  Oudr,  wTiofe  country,  in  return,  is  effedually  fc* 
cared.  I  alfo  call  to  the  recolleflion  of  the  honourable  gen- 
tleman, that  this  great  fubfidy  is  regularly  paid ;  that,  in 
eight  years  of  our  greateft  difficulty,  we  received  eight  mil- 
lions fterling  from  Oude.  1  am  fure  he  will  remember  too, 
that  a  right  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Fox)  a  few  years 
ago,  ftnick  out,  withjone  dafh  of  his  pen,  above  feven  hun- 
dred and  twenty  thoufands,  then  owing  by  the  Vizier  to  the 
Company.  Every  rupee  has  long  ago  been  paid.  And  here 
I  inform  the  honourable  gentleman,  that  the  fyil^m  by 
which  Oude  is  conne£)ed  with  Bengal,  is  precifely  that  fyflem 
which  Mr.  HaAings  edabliihed.  Lord  Cornwallis  tells  the 
Company,  that  in  his  fuhfldiary  arrangements,  if  he  has  made 
any  alterations,  it  is  with  a  view  to  ftrengthen  thofe  prin- 
ciples, and  to  render  them  more  permanent.  The  Court  of 
Dire£lors,  and  the  King*s  Minifters,  approve  this  fyflem  in 
their  reply  to  Lord  Cornwallis,  and  the  principles  on  which 
it  was  formed.  If  the  Houfe  was  l)etter  attended,  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  fhoiild  have  much  to  fay  upon  this  fubje£t,  but  I 
leave  it  to  gentlemen  to  compare  this  account  with  what  the 
Houfe  has  done,  and  what  has  been  faid  in  its  name  elfe- 
where. 

There  is  another  point  on  which  T  beg  to  fet  the  honour- 
able'gentleman  right.  He  does  not  think  fo  large  an  eftab- 
liQiment  of  fepoys  necefTary,  and  fays,  our  great  dependance 
muft  be  upon  an  Eurcpean  force  in  .time  of  danger!  Here  I 
totally.differ  from  the  honourable  gentleman ;  and  though  I 
am  as  much  an  advocate  for  a  refpecflable  European  force  in 
India  as  he  can  pofllbly  be,  yet  the  real  effeiflive  force  for  ^ 

fervice  in' India  ever  has  been,  and  ever  muft  be,  our  fepoy 
battalions.  We  have  brought  them  to  fuch  a  degree  of  per- 
fection in  point  of  difcipline,  as  ftrikes  every  EngliOi  officer 
who  fees  them,  for  the  firft  time,  with  aftcnifhment ;  and 
in  the  late  war,  one  of  our  Bengal  battalions  of  fepoys  came 
to  the  pu(h  of  the  bayonet  with  a  veteran  French  regiment, 
and  aflually  repulfed  it.  Their  attachment  to  us  is  fo  great, 
that  during  the  late  war  when  they  were  fix,  feven,  and  eight 
months  in  arrears,  at  a  time  that  they  had  fold  their  filver 
ornaments  for  fubfiftence,  no  mutiny  happened,  though  fuch 
an  event  was  with  great  reafon  apprehended. 

The  honourable  gentleman  has  exprefled  his  wifli  that  the 
monopoly  of  opium  may  be  abolifhed;  and  he  has  told  the  ^ 

Houfe  a  very  dreadful  ftory  of  corn  having  been  ploughed 
up,  and  poppies  planted  in  its  Head  ;  I  heard  that  (lory  above 
eighteen  years  ago,  but  from  very  particular  inquiry,  have 
great  reafon  to  believe  it  was  not  true.  It  was  faid  to  have 
been  done  in  the  year  1769.  But  whether  true  or  not,  the 
trade  has  been  regulated  for  a  great  number  of  years,  and 
'  X  X  2  fuch 
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fuch  a  thing  can  never  happen.  Opium  ever  has  been,  and 
ever  miift  be,  a  monopoly.  *Mr.  Haftings  made  that,  as 
well  as  fait,  an  article  of  revenue  for  the  Company ;  and  it 
is  highly  important  to  the  export  trade  of  Calcutta* 

I  beireve,  Mr.  Speaker,  thefe  are  tlie  only  objedtions  which 
the  honourable  gentleman  made  to  the  flatement ;  and  I  de* 
fire  to  call  to  the  recolleflion  of  this  Houfe,  thin  as  it  is, 
that,  by  the  refolution  now  in  your  hand,  we  are  going  to 
take  credit  for  an  immenfe  revenue  in  Bengal,  all  of  it  ac* 
quired  by  means  which  this  Houfe,  inanotlier  chara£ler,  has 
condemned;  all  of  it  retained  under  a  fyflem  which  this 
Houfe,  in  another  place,  has,  by  its  reprefentatives,  ftrongly 

reprobated. 

With  regard  to  the  eftablifliments  of  Madras  and  Bombay, 
fo  much  beyond  their  ability  to  pay,  I  think  th©y  ought  to 
be  reduced  upon  this  principle,  fincea  right  honourable  gen** 
tleman  (Mr.  Dundas)  has  particularly  applied  to  me,  that 
we  fliall  not  be  able  to  keep  them  up  :  that  Bengal  cannot 
bear  an  annual  drain  of  fifty  lacks  to  Bombay,  and  twenty 
to  Madras ;    therefore,    I  would   leflen   the   eftablifliments 
there,  and  increafe  them  in  Bengal ;  for  this  very  obvious 
reafon  ;  becaufe,  if  the  eftablifhments  are  kept  up  in  Ben- 
gal, Government  pays  with  one  hand,  and  receives  with  the 
other.     But  money,  circulating  fpccie,  fent  to  Madras  and 
Bombay,  is  loft  for  ever  to  Bengal.     Marine   battalions, 
raifed  in  Bengal,  would,  in  ray  opinion,  be  ready  for  foreign 
fervice,  and  keep  our  fpecie  in   Bengal.     If,  however,  the 
right  honourable  gentleman  thinks  he  can  fpare  fifty  lacks  to 
Madra<9  and  twenty  tq  Bombay,  after  all  the  drains  Bengal 
lias  fufFered,  every  argument  I  have  ufed  is  ftrengthened  in 
the  higheft  degree,  and   the  former  Adminiftration  dcferves 
even  more  credit  than  I  have  given  to  it. 
Mr.  Mr.  Demfpcr  declared,   that  no  man  was  more  convinced 

Denipftcr.  of  the  bravery  and  zeal  of  the  fepoys  than  he  was;  he  knew 
they  were  to  be  depended  on,  and.lefs  likely  to  mutiny  than 
even  Britifh  regiments  :  but,  his  argument  went  againft  main- 
taining a  large  military  eftablifhment  in  India  in  time  of 
peace,  and  efpecially  of  native  troops.  He  begged  the  ho- 
nourable gentleman  would  let  him  know  where  the  refources 
w^ere  to  be  found,  m  cafe  of  a  war,  if  fo  large  a  military 
efiabli/hraent  was  kept  up  in  time  of  peace  ?  He  did  not  pre- 
tend to  be  a  mafier  of  military  fuhjefts,  but  the  matter  he 
alluded  to  might  be  compared  to  affairs  in  private  life.'  Sup- 
pofe,  forinftance,  that  he  was  engaged  in  a  law fu it,  and 
the  expences  were  fo  enormous,  that  he  was  to  fpend  a  good 
deal  of  his  money  in  carrying  it  on,  how  could  he  cxpefl  to 
I'rcover  his  finances,  if  he  continued  to  go  on  at  the  fame  ex- 
jpCQce  as  before,  and  to  live  to  the  full  extent  of  his  income  ? 
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It  was  by  economy  and  reftraining  the  extent  of  his  expencts, 
that  he  could  alone  exptdt  to  recover  himfelf. 

Major  Scott  begged  leave  to  imprefs  upon  the  honourable  Maj. Scott 
gentleman^s  recoiled  ion  th^t  he  confined  himfelf  entirely  to 
Bengal,  not  having  confidered  at  all  the  Aate  of  Madras  or 
Bombay.  But,  if  he  wete  to  fpeak  of  three  fettlements,  he 
Aiould  certainly  exprefs  his  doubts  of  the  pof&bility  of  their 
keeping  upe(labli(bments  fo  nouch  beyond  their  power  to  pay, 
and  he  thought  that  the  army  ought  to  be  i;cduced  when  tl)e 
revenue  was;  but  that  the  King's  Minillers,  who  were  re- 
fponfiblefor  the  gooyd  government  of  India»  ^nd  its  prefer- 
vatton,  were  the  proper  perfons  to  fix  the  eAahltihment.  He 
conceived  that  an  eibbliihment  at  Bombay,  fo  much  beyond 
iu  power  to  pay,  could  not  I  e'continued. 

NIr,  Dunda^  declared,  that  he  could  not  fufler  fuch  a  con-  Mr. 
verfat ion  to  pafs  unnoticed,  as  he  diifered  widdy  from  the  Duodas* 
honourable  gentleman  behind  him,  and  thought  that  if  any 
part  of  the  military  edablifliment  in  India  would  admit  of 
diminution,  it  mud  be  that  of  Bengal.  He  wifhed  never  to 
hear  the  military  eftablifhment  of  Bengal,  Madras,  and 
Bombay  mentioned  as  difconneifted  with  each  other;  they 
(hould  all  be  confidered  generally  as  the  military  cfiablilh- 
mcnt  of  India.  \  What  was  the  reafon  why  it  was  neceflary 
tobavethe  eftabliihmcnt  at  Madras  and  Hombav  ?  It  was 
clearly  this  :  our  force  muil  be  fo  difiributed,  as  to  make  it 
moft  convenient  to  oppofe  any  attempt  ot  an  enemy.  Lall 
war,  all  India  was  up  in  arms  againft  us,  a  circumflance 
which  he  hoped  to  Heaven  he  (hould  never  fee  again.  At 
prcfent,  we  could  have  no  foe  but  I'ippeo  S.ulcan  co-operating 
agamft  us  with  the  French,  if  ever  we  ihould  have  another 
French  war :  Madras,  therefore,  and  rcmbay,  might  be 
confidered  as  our  frontier,  to  guard  and  prote^^  onr  Bengal 
poiTeliions,  and  it  was  neceiTary  to  have  the  brg^d  part  of 
our  force  ready  to  proteft  that  frontitr.  Jf  ever  'J'ippoo 
Suhan  got  poflefilon  of  the  Carnatic,  we  miifi.  entirclv  bid 
farewel  to  Bengal.  Laft  war.  theGarnatic  had  lieeii  the  Gat 
of  war,  and  it  washy  contriving  to  keepihe  war  there,  that 
we  were  enabled  to  prefer ve  Bengal ;  he  held,  thei  efore,  tlie 
Bombay  and  Madras  eilablifhments  to  be  eiTentiaily  nc»cef- 
fary,  becaufe,  by  keeping  the  war  at  a  diftance,  thv^y  nright 
purfue  the  war  long  with  fuccefs.  If  the  laft  war  ha!  been 
fuffcrcd  to  be  brought  into  Bengal,  and  }»*»ngal  had  been  ra^ 
vaged  as  the  Carnatic  had  been,  it  would  have  lalu  d  longer 
than  moft  of  their  lives,  before  they  could  have'  recovered 
their  refources  there;  whereas,  having  kept  the^war  out  of 
Bengal,  they  were  faft  proceeding  to  the  recovery  of  thofe 
refources.  Bengal  once  ravaged,  that  moment  thcv  would 
lofe  their  profperity  in  India.    He  found  by  examination,  Cor 
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be  had  been  at  the  trooble  to  make  it,  that  the  revenoes  of  In- 
ilia  were  fucb,  that  had  they  not  been  drawn  away  to  feed  the 
mveftments  at  home^they  would  have  proved  fufBcient  to  have 
fupportcd  all  the  expences  of  the  wan     He  did  not  enquire 
rnto  the  good  or  ill  policy  of  that  meafure;  it  was  thought 
right  at  the  time  to  afcertain  the  full   inveftments,  and 
thence  the  revenues  were  diverted  from  the  purpofe  of  defray- 
ing the  war  expences  which  accadoned  the  India  debt.     That 
debt  was  now  paying  off,  and  in  a  very  few  years  it  would  be 
difcharged;  and  the  moment  it  was  difcharged  he  had  no 
fcruple  to  fay  that  we  might  defy  the  world   to  meet  us  in 
that  empire;  even  if  the  Bengal  eftablifhment  were  with- 
drawn altogether,  he  fhould.  feel  no  defpondency,  the  debt 
being  once  paid  ofF. 
Wr.  Mr.   Dempjler  obferved  that  the  right  honourable  2ni 

Ikmpftcr.  learned  gentleman  had  faid  that  the  moment  we  paid  off  the 
debt  we  might  defy  the  world ;  he  thought,  therefore,  that 
they  could  not  too  much  accelerate  that  moment.  He  appre- 
hended the  difchargc  of  it  fo  neceffary  that  he  recommended 
ledening  the  military  eflablifliments  as  the  moft  likely  means 
to  enable  ihem  to  accelerate  that  meafure. 

MtjrScotc  Major  Scott  anfwered  that  he  was  very  glad  to  difcover 
that  the  right  honourable  gentleman  was  fo  confident  con- 
cerning the  means  to  pay  at  Madras  and  Bombay,  and  in 
that  cafe  he  could  not  ohjefl  to  the  eAahlifhment;  but  there 
was  a  very  material  difference  indeed   between  paying  an 

«  army  from  tlie  revenues  of  Bengal,  which  was  kept  in  -that 

country  or  out  of  it.  In  the  former  cafe,  gentlenoen  knew, 
that  the  rupees  were  paid  with  one  hand,  and  received  h:^cV, 
by  government  with  the  other;  but  if  Bombay  wanted  fifty 
lacks,  and  Madras  twenty  lacks  annually  from  Bengalf 
be  much  doubted  how  it  was  poflible  for  that  country  to  b^ar 
fuch  a  drain  of  fpecie  from  its  fnrplus  of  two  millions,  and 
'  therefore  he  would  prefer  fome  additional  marine  battalions  in 

Bengal  to  a  great  military  peace  eftablifhment  at  Bombay 
which  Tt  had  no  means  of  paying. 

Wr.  Pitt.  Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  faid  |hat  it  was  irregnbr  and  contrary 
to  thr  praftice  of  the  Houfe  to  receive  the  petition  of  the 
newfmen,  it  being  a  petition  dired^ly  agninft  a  tax  bill  in  J'id 
of  the  fupplies  of  the  year;  becaufe  if  the  claufe  inque/lion 
were  left  out  it  would  diminifh  not  only  the  old  revenue  hut 
the  identical  increa  cd  revenue  intended  to  he  produced  by  the 
augmentation  of  the  tax.  He  muft,  therefore,  confideritas 
his  dnry  to  refill  the  bringing  up  of  the  petition,  but  he  felt 
the  lefs  fcruple  in  doing  fo,  becaufe  in  the  Committee  when 
the  claufe  came  under  particular  djfcufHon,  the  petilioners 
would  have  the  full  advantage  of  all  the  arguments  which 
could  be  urged  in  their  Wialf.  With  regard  to  the  precc- 
4.  dents 
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dents  of  petitions  having  been  recetved  ^gainft  taxes,  that 
the  right  honourable  gentleman  had  mentioned  when  the 
fubjeA  WIS  laft  under  difcuflion,  there  was  not  one  of  them  in 
point;  and  even  if  they  had  been  in  point,  it  was  toheobfer- 
ved,  that  in  thofe  cafes,  though  the  Houfe  had  received  the 
petitions,  the  petitioners  had  noC  been  permitted  to  be  beari 
by  their  counfeL 

Mr.  Dem^cr  aafwered  that  there  wete  two  favours  which      j^,.^ 
heciaioied  from  the  candour  and  indulgence  of  the  right  ho -*  Demj^floc 
nounble  gentleman.    The  one  was  either  to  make  the  regu- 
lation inqufifion  the  fubje^l  of  a  billof  itfelf,  fo  that  tlie  pe- 
titioners might  be  heard  againfl  it,  ot  to  poilpone  the  regula- 
tion till  the  fefSon  of  the  enfuing  yean 

The  <)ueilion  ''that  this  petition  be  brought  up**  was 
negatived. 

The  Houle  refolved  itfelf  into  a  Committee,  (Mr.  Gilbert 
in  the  chair)  and  filled  up  the  blank  for  the  commencement  of 
the  operation  of  the  Newfpaper  Duty  Bill,  with  the  words 
"  Firil  of  Auguil.^  When  they  came  to  the  claufe  reftriil- 
iog  oewfmen  trom  lending  out  newfpapers  to  read  for  hire, 

Mr.  Chancellor  Fin  obferv^  that  in  the  coniideration  of  Mr. 
the  probable  efie<5^  of  this  claufe  the  queAion  neceHarily  re- 
folvd  itfelf  into  two  heads :  Firft,  how  far  the  enfozcement 
of  the  claufe  would  prove  inconvenient  and  difadvantageous 
to  the  public  by  depriving  them  of  a  luxury?  and  next,  how 
far  it  could  be  conficlered  as  oppreflive  and  unju A  to  tlie  news 
Iwwkers  by  depriving  them  -of  the  means  of  obtaining  their 
liTellhood  ?  With  regard  to  the  firft,  lie  did  not  wifli  to  deprive 
individuals  of  the  luxury  of  reading  a  newfpaper,  a  luxury 
^hich  both  fides  of  the  Houfe  would  agree  was  a  fair  objeS  of 
taxation  and  of  revenue,  and  which,  he  believed,  both  would 
continue  to  indulge  in  the  enjoyment  of;  but  he  did  not  fed 
any  pain  in  making  people  pay  very  clear  for  it,  taking  care 
that  the  mod  confiderable  part  of  its  price  went  in  aid  of  the 
pu^ilic  neceflities.  If  individuals  did  not  cliuie  to  go  to  the 
^xpence;  of  purchafing  a  paper,  they  might,  four  of  them^ 
buy  one  among  them,  and  by  that  means  ftiil  read  a  paper 
for  a  penny  each.  Whereas,  as  the  praflices  prevailed  at 
prcfeiit,  a  news  hawker  lent  out  a  newfpaper  to  twenty  or 
thirty  readers,  thereby  intercepting  and  cutting  off  the  receipt 
which  the  revenue  would  have  if  five  or  eight  papers  were 
fold  among  twenty  or  two  and  thirty  people.  As  to  tlie 
livelihood  of  hawkers,  he  had  reafon  to  believe  that  they 
Would  n<^  be  alFe<Sed,  becaufe,  by  converfmg  with  perfont 
inoft  capable  of. affording  information  on  tlie  hlbjeft,  lie  un- 
derfiood  that  the  newfpaper  lenders  for  hire,  and  the  newf- 
faper  fellers  were  the  fame  perfons.  In  confqucnce,  tliere- 
fa»,  oi  putting  a  flop  to  tl^  pra^Slice  of  lending  out  ncwfpa- 
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pers  to  read  for  hire,  the  call  of  newfpapers  would,  in  all 
probability,  be  encreafed,  though  poiTibly  the  number  of 
newfpaper  readers  might  not  be  encreafed ;  the  ptofit,  theie- 
fore,  which  they  would  derive  from  fo  many  more  newfpa- 
pers that  they  v;ould  fell,  mull  compenfate  for  their  being 
prevented  from  lending  fo  many  to  hire.  The  regulation,  in 
fa£^,  would  only  afle£^  one  part  of  the  newfrnen^s  buflnefs, 
and  they  would  not  have  to  fly  to  another  trade  for  a  iiveli* 
hood,  but  to  another  part  of  their  own  trade,  which  was 
thus  two-fold.  There  was  no  myftcry  in  the  occupation  of 
a  nswfman ;  he  had  not  dedicated  his  mind  to  arf y  art  entirely; 
if  his  prefent  f^o^e  of  getting  a  livelihood  failed  him  he  could 
eafily  refort  to  another,  and  he  had  no  claim  to  have  the  pro- 
fits which  he  derived  from  lending  out  newfpapers  to  read  for 
hire  fecured  to  him  by  the  legiflaturc.*  Upon  all  thefe  confi- 
derations  he  /houid  think  that  the  prefent  claufe  ought  to 
Hand  a  part  of  the  bill. 

Mf.Diake  ^^*  Drake  obferved  that  any  thing  which  tended  to  pre- 
vent the  circulation  of  newfpapers  prevented  the  people  from 
being  acquainted  with  the  virtues  of  the  Miniller,  which 
ought  to  be  blazoned  from  one  end  of  the  kingdom  to  the 
other,  fcom  the  Land's  End  to  John  O'Grott's  Houfe.  A 
newfpaper  was  a  fpecies  of  neceffity.  He  had  no  reafon  to 
diflike  them,  for  he  often  faw  well-fhapen  fpeeches  in  them  in 
his  name  when  he  knew  that  he  had  made  disjointed.  He 
mentioned  their  utility  in  the  advertifement  line;  if  a  roan 
wanted  employment,  or  a  woman  work,  an  advertifement 
would  obtain  either.  He  expatiated  on  their  excellence  in 
thus  keeping  females  engaged,  and  refcuing  them  from  prof- 
tltution,  and  he  ended  his  fpeech  with  faying,  let  people  read 
newfpapers,  love  their  King,  ferve  their  country,  and  ad- 
mire the  prefent  Adminiftration  I 

Mr.  Rofc.  Mr.  JRofe  remarked  that  the  praflice  of  hawking  newfpn- 
pers  to  lend  for  hire  began  when  the  laft  halfpenny  was  aJ- 
ded  to  the  ftamp  duty,  and  it  had  encreafed  fo  much  of  late 
that  it  was  high  time  to  check  it.  It  led  to  more  mifchief  to 
the  newfpaper  proprietors  than  gentlemen  were  aware  of, 
the  hawkers  often  lending  out  their  papers  to  twenty  or  thir- 
ty j)errons  in  town  to  read,  fcnt  them  into  the  country  after- 
wards at  an  under  price,  and  thus  injured  the  country  newf- 
papers. 

Sir  Jofcph      ^\r  Jofiph  Mawley  thought  a  newfpaper  very  neceflTjrv; 

Mawbcy.  every  man  ouglit  to  attend  to  tjie  public  proceedings  of  his 
country;  it  was  by  watching  them  alone  that  Englishmen 
could  expedl  to  preferve  their  liberties.  He  wiflicd  newfpa- 
pers would  quit  1'candal,  and  avoid  injuring  private  famihes; 
he  neyerthelefs  thought  them  ufeful  guardians  of  public  fr«" 

fjjju,  and  admired,  that  in  the  fpacc  of  Icfs  than  twcnty-fo^^ 

hovrs 
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houn  foch  valuable  magazines  of  tafte^  genius^  information^ 
and  entertainment  could  be  prepared. 

Sir  Janus  Jchnjlone  profeffedhimfelf  a  friend  to  the  liberty  Sirjamet 
of  the  prefs.  The  being  fometimes  abufed  did  not  hurt'the  Johnftone 
Members  of  that  Houfe.  No  gentleman  (he  believed)  eat 
his  breakfaft  the  worfe  for  a  little  abufe.  At  the  fame  time, 
he  owned,  abufe  did  not  fit  eafy  on  his  Aomach*  But  fhould 
the  abufe  of  newfpapers  continue,  let  the  Minifter  make  that 
abufe  the  fource  of  revenue  and  the  fubjedl  of  taxation.  If 
ubufe  made  the  papers  fell,  why  not  charge  two-pence  addi- 
tional ftamp  duty? 

Mr.  Sheridan  confidered  it  as  a  principle  too  erroneous  to  Mr; 
be  introduced  merely  for  the  fake  of  an  advantage  fo  extreme-  Shendao; 
ly  trivial.  He  was  a  friend  to  newfpapers,  not  merely  be - 
caufe  they  blazoned  forth  the  virtue*  of  the  prefent  Admini- 
llration,  but  becaufe  they  proclaimed  their  anions.  He  was 
glad  they  would  ftiite  that  there  was  fo  thin  an  attendance 
when  the  moft  important  huHnefs  was  before  the  Houfe,  He 
accufed  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  as  the  caufe  of  the 
thin  attendance,  by  wilfully  and  fyftemalically  putting  ofF 
the  public  bufmefs  till  that  period  of  the  fcflion.  The  right 
honourable  gentleman  had  fiiid,  that  thofe  who  let  out  newf- 
papers derived  two  parts  of  their  livelihood  from  newfpapers, 
the  one  from  their  loan,  the  other  from  their  fale,  and, 
therefore,  the  claufe  would  not  take  away  their  livelihood. 
It  would  never thelefs  take  away  one  part  of  their  livelihood* 
It  was  footiiing  one  fet  of  men  for  oppreffing  them  by  oppref- 
ling  another;  and  as  the  hawkers  and  pedlers  were  facrificed  to 
the  fliopkeepers,  fo  now  the  newfmen  were  to  be  facrificed  to 
the  newfpajier- printers.  ^'Ir.  Sheridan  declared  himfelf 
a^ainll  the  tax  itfelf,  which  he  thought  injudicious,  becaufe 
ii  H'ould  be  unprodu6iive.  He  lamented  the  abufe  of  the 
prcfj,  but  tliought  that  it  fliould  not  be  checked  in  fuch  a 
manner.  The  Taws  of  this  country  afforded  every  man  who 
was  injured  by  the  prefs  ample  redrefs,  and  it  ought  not  to  be 
in  the  power  of  Minillers  by  unreafonable  impofitions  to  load 
it  fo,  as  efFe<Slually  to  prevent  itsexercife.  The  additional 
tax  on  advertifements  was  highly  injudicious,  and  would 
prove  a  lofs  rather  than  an  advantage  to  the  revenue.  It  was 
not  the  cafual  advertifers,  fuch  as  the  want  of  a  horfc,  the 
ti!e  of  a  chaife,  the  lofs  of  a  watch,  who  were  to  be  looked  up 
to,  but  the  flaple  advertifers,  theau(Slioneers  and  bookfellers? 
the  latter  allotted  a  given  fum  for  advertifing  according  to  the 
price  of  the  hook,  and  if  by  encreafing  the  charge  of  each  ad- 
vertifement  the  given  fum  would  pay  for  fo  many  advertife- 
ments fliort  of  what  it  would  do  formerly,  the  revenue  muft 
confequently  lofe  in  proportion  as  the  number  of  advertife- 
ments di mini  (lied. 

Vol,  ^X  VI.  Yv  Colonel 
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Colonel  Colonel  Phipps  having  remarked  that,  if  the  honourable 
Phipps.  gentleman  would  take  the  trouble  to  read  one  of  the  newfpa- 
pers  of  the  enfuing  day,  he  would  perceive  that  his  arguments 
had  moft  of  them  been  anfwered  before  he  entered  the  Houfe, 
contended  that  the  increafe  of  duty  on  the  advertifements 
would  not  decreafe  their  numb'  r. 
Mr.  Mr.  Sheridan  anfwered  that  he  would  certainly  look  the 

Sheridan,  next  day  to  that  miraculous  paper  the  honourable  gentleman 
talked  of,  but  he  did  not  before  know  that  the  Hibernian 
Journal  was  printed  in  London,  and  no  other  paper  he  fhould 
have  conceived  would  have  made  him  anfwer  arguments 
which  he  had  never  heard. 
Wf«  Mr.  HuJJey  thought  that  the  papers  would  not  fell  more 

Huflcy.  froni  the  operation  of  the  claufe.  The  more  papers  were 
read  the  more  they  would  be  bought.  Thofe  people  who 
could  not  afford  to  buy  a  newfpaper  could  not  go  to  a  coflVe 
houfe;  they  might  indeed  go  to  an  alehoufe  where  one  paper 
was  kept,  but  that  was  an  unneceffary  expence,  and  led  to 
tippling.  A  man  wifiied  to  know  how  the  world  went  as  he 
fat  by  his  own  Are  fide,  and  to  deprive  him  of  tliat  pleafure 
was,  in  the  higheft  degree,  cruel  and  oppfef&ve.  No  man 
wiihed  better  to  the  revenue  than  he  did,  but  he  thought 
that  the  claufe  would  not  ferve  it;  befides  there  was  much 
inftrudlion,  exclufive  of  the  mere  news  in  a  paper,  uhicli  all 
ranks  of  people  ought  to  fte.  7  he  fcrvant  who  wanted  a 
place  and  advertifed  for  one  might  look  for  the  advertifements 
of  mafters  who  wanted  fervants  and  fo  on. 

Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  faid  the  poor  people  who  advertifed 
■were  not  the  fort  of  people  who  would  either  buy  or  hiro 
newfpapers. 

The  Committee  divided,  Ayes,  29;  Noes,  9. 
.The  bill  afterwards  pafled  tlie  Committee. 
The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Mondayy  6th  July, 

Mr.  Pulteney,  from  tJie  felefl  Committee,  who  were  ap- 
pointed to  try  and  determine  the  merits  of  the  petition  of 
Sir  Samuel  Hood,  Baronet,  Lord  H(  od  in  the  kingjom  of 
Ireland;  and  alfo  the  petition  of  feveral  inhabitants,  houfe- 
holders  of  the  city  and  liberty  of  VVeftminfter,  paying  icot 
and  lot,  whofe  names  are  thereunjto  fubfcribed,  beirg  t^kC' 
tors  of  Members  to  reprefent  the  faid  city  and  liberty  in 
Parliament,  on  behalf  of  them  felves,  and  many  other  eleu^ors 
of  the  faid  city  and  liberty,  feverally  comphiining  of  «'•»  ""* 
•  dueeledHon  and  return  for  the  faid  city  and  liberty,  inform- 
ed the  Houfe, 

That  it  appeared  to  the  faid  fele£):  Committee,  that  tne 
merits  of  the  petitions  did  in  part  dej^ewd  upon  the  right  of 

elcc^io" ; 
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clf^lon ;  the  parties  were  therefore  required  to  deliver  in 
(lateineiits  in  writing  of  the  right  of  eltition  for  which  they 
refpe£iively  contended. 

That  in  confequence  thereof  the  petitioner^  Lord  Hoody 
delivered  in  a  flatement  as  follows: 

"  The  petitioner.  Lord  Hood,  dates,  that  the  right  of 
*'  eleflion  for  the  city  and  liberty  of  Weflminfter  is  in  the  in- 
"  habitants,  houfeholders  paying  fcot  and  lot,  within  the 
'^  united  pariihes  of  St.  Margaret  and  bt.  John,  and  the  feve* 
♦*  ral  pariihes  of  St.  Paul,  Covent  Garden,  St.  Ann,  St. 
"  James,  St.  George,  Hanover  Square,  in  the  liberty  of  St. 
"  Martin-le-Grand,  in  the  county  of  Middlefex,  and  in  fo 
'^  much  of  the  parifhes  of  St.  Martin  in  the  Fields,  St. 
"  Clement  Danes,  and  St.  Mary-le-Strand,  as  are  not  with- 
•*  in  any  of  the  four  wards  of  the  liberty  of  the  Duchy  of 
"  Lancafter,  called  the  Temple  Bar  Ward,  the  Rtiyal  Ward, 
"  the  Middle  Ward,  and  Piecinft  of  the  .Savoy." 

That  the  eleflors  petitioners  delivered  in  a  Aatement  as 
followt : 

"  The  electors  petitioners  (late,  that  the  right  of  election 
•*  for  the  city  and  liberty  of  Weftminfter  is  in  the  inhabitants, 
"  houfeholders  paying  fcot  and  lot,  within  the  united  pa* 
*'  ri(he$  of  St.  Margaret  and  St.  John,  and  the  feveral  pa- 
"  rilhes  of  St.  Paul,  Covent  Garden,  St.  Ann,  St.  James, 
"  St  George,  Hanover  Square,  in  the  liberty  of  Saint  Mar- 
*'  tin-le-Grand,  in  the  county  of  Middl^fex,  and  in  fo  much 
*'  of  the  pariihes  of  St.  Martin  in  the  FieUh,  St.  Clement 
*^  Danes,  and  St.  Mary  le  Strand,  as  are  not  within  any  of 
"  the  four  wards  of  the  liberty  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaiter, 
"  called  the  Temple  Bar  Ward,  the  Royal  Ward,  the  Mid- 
*'  die  Ward,  and  Precinft  of  the  Savoy •** 

That  the  fitting  Member,  Lord  John  Townfhend,  deli- 
vered in  a  ftatement  as  follows: 

"  The  right  of  eleSion  is  in  the  inhabitants  houfeholders 
"  of  the  paiifhes  of  St.  Margaret  and  St.  John,  St.  George, 
"  Hanover  Square,  St.  James,  Weftminfter,  St.  Martin  in 
"  the  Fields,  St.  Clement  Danes,  St.  Mary-le-Strand,  St. 
"  Mary-le-Savoy,  St.  Paul,  Covent  Garden,  St.  Ann, 
*'  Soho,  and  the  diftrifl  of  St.  Martin-le-Grand  " 

That,  upon  the  ftatements  delivered  in  by  the  petitioners, 
the  faid  felicl  Committee  have  determined, 

That  the  right  of  election  for  tlie  city  and  liberty  of  Wefl- 
minfter is  in  the  inhabitants,  houfeholders,  paying  fcot  and 
lor,  within  the  united  pariflies  of  St  Margaret  and  St.  John, 
and  the  feveral  parifhes  of  St.  Paul,  Covent  Garden,  St.  Ann, 
St.  James,  St  George,  Hanover  Square,  in  the  liberty  of  St. 
Martin-le-Grand,  in  the  county  of  Middlefex,  and  in  fo 
much  of  the  pariflies  of  St.  Martin  in  the  Fields,  St.  Clement 

Y  y  i  Danes, 
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Danes,  and  Saint  Mary-le*Strand,  as  are  not  within  any  of 
the  four  wards  of  the  liberty  of  the  Dutchy  of  Lancafter. 

That,  upon  the  ftatement  delivered  in  by  the  fitting  Mem- 
ber, the  Committee  have  determined. 

That  the  right  of  ele£lion,  as  fet  forth  in  the  faid  ftate- 
ment, is  not  the  right  of  eledlion  for  the  faid  city  and  liberty 
of  Weftminfter. 

That  the  faid  Selefi  Committee  having  proceeded  to  try 
the  merits  of  the  feveral  petitions,  the  counfel  for  the  re- 
fpe£live  petitioners  did  this  day  withdraw  their  feveral  pe- 
titions. 

That  the  laid  Sele£k  Committee  have  therefore  deter- 
mined. 

That  the  right  honourable  John  Townfliend,  commonly 
"called  Lord  John  Townfhend,  is  duly  eledled  a  citizen,  to 
ferve  in  this  prefent  Parliament,  for  the  faid  city  and  liberty 
of  Weft  minder; 

And  alfo,  that  the  faid  Sele£);  Committee  have  deter^^ 
mined. 

That  the  petition  of  the  faid  Lord  Hood  did  not  appear  to 
the  faid  Seleft  Committee  to  be  frivolous  or  vexatious ; 

And  alfo,  tliat  the  faid  Select  Committee  have  deter- 
mined,  1 

That  the  petition  of  the  faid  eledlors  petitioners  did  not 
appear  to  the  faid  Seleft  Committee  to  be  frivolous  or  vex- 
«^tious ; 

And  alfo,  that  the  (aid  Sele£t  Committee  have  deter- 
mined. 

That  the  oppofition  of  the  faid  Lord  John  Townfticnd  to 
the  faid  feveral  petitions  did  not  appear  to.  the  faid  Seleft 
Committee  to  be  frivolous  or  vexatious. 

And  the  faid  determinations  were  ordered  to  be  entered  in 
the  journals  of  this  Houfe. 

A  ftiort  debate  took  place,  the  refult  of  which  was  an 
cxprefledand  general ly-approved  intention  of  Goyeniroent  XQ 
introduce,  at  the  commencement  of  the  enfuing  feflion,  a 
bill  to  relieve  the  coafting  veflels  from  the  inconvenience  of 
cockets  and  bonds.  The  few  arguments  ufed  upon  ihfs  fub- 
jeft  were  not  fo  materially  important,  as  to  render  it  ne- 
ceffary  that  we  ftiould  fatigue  the  attention  of  our  readers  by 
9n  enumerating  detail. 

The  order  of  the  day  being  read  for  the  fecond  reading  of 

the  bill  for  the  reform  of  the  Royal  Scotch  burghs,  the  fame 

was  read  accordingly,  and  on  the  motion,  "  That  the  faid 

«  bill  be  committed," 

Sir  James      Sir  James  Johnjione  obferved,  that  as  the  reform  offere<l  by 

Johnftone  the  prefent  bill  washy  no  means  wanted,  he  ftiould  ohje*^-^ 

againft  its  commitment.  There  were  grievances  iu  Scotland? 

but 
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bot  the  conftitutions  of  the  Royal  burghs  were  not  among^ 
the  number.  They  had  no  militia,  nor  any  trial  b/  jury. 
If  a  man  committed  high  treafon,  he  muft  be  tried  by  the 
Scotch  laws,  which  were  different,  in  feveral  ellential  re* 
fpeds,  from  thofe  of  England*  Another  circumftance  was 
with  regard  to  the  qualificatipn  of  a  Juflice  of  Peace;  in 
England,  a  Juftice  muft  have  a  certain  qualification;  in 
Scotland,  none  was  neceffiiry ;  fo  that  if  a  Juftice  in  Eng- 
land committed  an  innocent  man  to  prifon,  he  could  obtain  a 
remedy;  in  Scotland,  no  remedy  could  be  procured.  Sir 
James  agreed  with  Mr.  Sheridan,  that  every  man  who  re- 
ceived  money  from  the  public,  fliould  be  accountable  for 
that  money,  and  was  willing  to  confent  to  that  part  of  the  ^  • 
bill.  He  ipoke  of  the  endlefs  Tyftem  of  litigation  undertime 
Scotch  laws,  and  mentioned  a  cafe  which  had  been  heard  nine 
times  over,  and  determined  by  the  Court  of  SeiBon  ;  and  af- 
ter the  ninth  determination,  an  appeal  was  brought  before 
the  Houfe  of  Lords,  which  they  reverfed.  Thus  it  followed, 
that  few  perfons  were  likely  to  outlive  their  lawfuitf,  unlefs 
at  the  commencement  of  their  litigations^,  they  were  in  a 
ftate  of  vigorous  health. 

Mr.  Sheridan  declared,  that  he  entertained  fo  high  an  opi-  j^,., 
nion  of  the  lienevolent  and  patriotic  principles  of  the  ho-  Sheridan, 
nourable  Baronet,  as  to  reft  afturcd  that  he  would  not  oppofe 
any  meafure  which  he  thought  calculated  to  an  Twer  the  end 
of  civil  liberty.  The  honourable  Baronet  thought  the 
grievances  which  the  bill  went  to  remedy,  were  only  imngi- 
nary ;  but  he  had  ftated  a  variety  of  other  grievances  which 
he  knew  to  exift  with  rcfpedl  to  Scotland  in  general,  which, 
inftead  of  being  an  argument  again  ft  the  bill,  aitordcd  a 
ftrong  prefumption,  that  the  grievances  of  which  the  promo- 
ters of  the  bill  complained  cxiftcd  alfo.  He  hoped,  therefore, 
the  honourable  Baronet  would  fufFer  the  bill  to  go  to  a  Com- 
mittee, where  alone  he  could  he  fatisfied  bv  proof,  that  grie- 
vances which  he  conceived  to  be  imaginary  did  rxlft,  and 
called  loudly  for  redrefs.  Before  entering  on  the  bill,  he 
would  fay  a  few  words  of  the  petitioners,  and  the  m.inner  in 
which  they  had  proceeded.  Tlie  bufinels  had  been  taken 
up,  four  years  ago,  by  perfons  of  the  iirft  credit  and  refpt-fla- 
hility  in  the  different  borou;;hs,  and  conducled  fmce  that 
time  with  peculiar  temper  and  perfeverance.  Th«y  had  cor- 
refponded,  they  had  met  and  conlVilted  on  the  moft  conftitu- 
tionalmode  of  applying  for  redrefs;  they  had  reforted  to  no 
improper  or  inflammatory  means.  This,  furely,  was  not 
the  condudl  of  bad  fubjefls,  or  men  who  were  enemies  to 
regularity  and  good  government.  Of  fifty -fix  boroughs, 
fifty-two  had  concurred  in  the  applicntion  to  Parliament ;  and 
©f  thefe,  all  the  burepfll-s  but  iliole  who  were  in  the  praclice 

^  of 
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of  abufe,  and  derived  a  benefit  from  it.     Their  petition  fignec) 
by  nine  thoufand  perfons,  certainly  proved  that  they  com- 
plained, and  they  wifhed  only  for  an  opportunity  of  iubftan* 
tiating  their  complaints.     The  firft  objeft  of  the  bill  was,  to 
provide  a  remedy  for  the  want  of  a  judicature,  before   which 
the  magiftrates  could  be  compelled  to  produce  their  accounts; 
pnd  the  fecond,  was  to  prevent  the  magift»ates  from  ele£Ving 
their  own  body,  one  fet  at  prefent  chufing  in  another  in  re- 
gular fucceflion.     The  confequence  of  this  abufe  was  a  wafte 
of  public  money,  an  opprefTive  exercife  of  ufurped  power,  ar- 
bitrary impofitions  arbitrarily  levied   by  iroprifonment  and 
other  penalties.     Tliefe  were  natural  confequenccs.     When- 
.    ever  there  was  power  without  re'ponfibility,  there  would  be 
abufe.     This  was  the  ordinary  courfe  of  tilings,  and  he  wifhed 
it  not  to  beotherwife,  but  to  fland  as  an  important  leilbn  to 
mankind,  not  to  grant  power,  without  eflabliftiing  the  means 
of  punifliing  themifufe  of  it.     On  this  obvious  principle,  the 
abufes   in  the   internal  government  of  the  Scots  boroughs 
were  eafily  traced  to  their  fource ;    the  perpetuity  of  the 
fame  junto  of  magiftrates,  and  the  burgelTes  having  no  means 
of  redrefs  or  control.     Forty  of  the  charters^  copies  of  which 
were  before  the  Houfe,  contained  claufes  favourable   to  the 
rights  of  the  burgefles,  and  only  five  to  the  afTumed  rights 
of  the  magiftrates ;  therefore,  no  innovation  was  propofed. 
The  charter  of  Stirling  had  been  new  modelled  by  Mr.  Dun- 
das,  in  the  manner  which  he  conceived  to  be  the  moft  ad- 
vantageous.     The  plan  eftabliftied  for  Stirling  was  very 
nearly  the  fame  with  that  now  propofcdfor  the  other  borough?, 
?nd  what  the 'learned   and  right   honourable   gentleman  had 
thought  good  for  one,  he  muft,  if  he  afled  confiftently,  ap- 
prove of  for  the  whole.     He  was  ready  to  make  out  as  ftrong 
a  cafe,  and  to  prove  abufes  as  flagrant  as  had  been  the  ground 
of  reforming  the  borough  of  Stirling.     The  honourable  Ba- 
ronet had  admitted,  that  the  magiftrates   ought  to  account 
for  the  public  money ;  yet,  there  was  no  judicature  before 
which  they  could  be  called  to  account;  neither  bv  the  Court 
ofSefTion,  the  Exchequer,  nor  the  Convention  ot  Delegates. 
The  latter,  indeed,  would  be  a  very  imperfeft  remedy,  if  it 
exifted;  for,  it  was  not  to  be  fuppofed  that   thofe  who  we;^ 
in  the  pra6lice  of  abufe  themfelves,  would  be  very  ready  to 
pronounce  againft  thofe  who  were  accufed  of  the  fame.     To 
prove  that  the  Exchequer  had  no  jurifdiflion,  Mr.  Sheridan 
read  an  opinion  of  the  Court,  folemnly  difclaiming  it  on  a 
cafe  brought  before  them  ;  and  declared,  that  he  was  ready 
to  join  ifl'ue  with  thofe  gentlemen  who  oppofed  the  bill,  on  the 
fingle  point,  tliat  no  competent  judicature  of  that  eftetSt  cx- 
iftt'd  i'i  Srcrland.     U  was  not  neceflarv  to  wafte  time  in  de- 
batiiv'  TM  the   ft. bjC^l ;  gentlemen   might  make  themfelves 
4  mafter:i 
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mafiers  of  it,  by  reading  the  publications  refpe£ling  it,  which 
were  written  in  a  very  able  manner  on  the  part  of  the  re- 
formers, and  had  not  been,  in  any  degree,  anfwered  by  their 
opponents.  Thefe  not  depending  on  hypothetical  argument, 
but  founded  on  fa£l$,  and  confirmed  by  proofs,  would  con- 
vince any  perfon  who  took  the  trouble  of  perufing  them  with 
attention,  that  the  grievances  complained  of  were  not  ima- 
ginary, and  that  the  remedy  propofed  was  not  an  innovation, 
but  agreeable  to  the  ancient  rights  and  privileges  of  the  bo- 
roughs. Were  the  cafe  otherwife,  it  would  become  the 
wildom  of  Parliament  to  extend  to  Scotland  thofe  advan- 
tages of  the  conllitution  of  England,  which  it  did  not  pof- 
fels  by  its  own. 

Sir  James  Joknftone  obferved,  that  the  Court  of  Exche-  Sir  James 
qucr  found  that  it  pofleffed  no  jurifdicflion  over  the  boroughs,  Johnftone 
by  a  majority  of  one  Judge  only,  ^fter  exercifing  it  two 
hundred  years. 

Mr.  Dundas  remarked,  that  the  honourable  gentleman  Mr. 
who  had  tdken  upon  himfelf  the  talk  of  reforming  the  Royal  I^undas. 
burghs  of  Scotland,  had  lately  argued  the  impropriety  of 
bringing  forward  bufinefs  of  public  importance  at  fo  late  a 
period  of  the  feffion.  On  this  ground,  he  took  it  for  grant- 
ed, that  he  was  not  ferious  in  the  propofition  he  had  fuhmitted 
to  the  Houfe  ;  and  that  the  grievances  complained  of  were 
notoffuch  an  important  nature,  as  to  claim  muchoftha 
attention  of  Parliament.  It  was  not  a  little  remarkable, 
that  though  tlere  appeared,  occafionally,  aconfiderable dif- 
ference of  political  opinion  among  thofe  gentlemen  who  re- 
prefented  the  northern  part  of  the  kingdom,  yet,  none  of 
them  could  be  found  to  efpoufe  the  caufe  of  reform ;  but  for- 
getting the  animofi  ties  of  party,  they  had  confederated  for 
the  purpofe  of  opprefling  the  poor  burgefles  of  Scotland, 
The  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Sheridan)  had  therefore  been 
felefled  as  the  champion  who  was  to  refcue  them  from  the 
oppreiTions  under  which  they  had  fo  long  laboured ;  but,  as 
he  could  not  acquire  his  knowledge  of  the  fubjeft  from  local 
acquaintance  with  the  country,  a  long  catalogue  of  tlierr 
fuppofed  grievances  had  been  publifhed  for  the  honourable 
gentleman's  information,  and  he  now  came  forward  with 
one  fimple  propofition,  the  ohjetS  of  which  was  to  overturn 
and  repeal  the  whole  conftitution  of  the  Royal  burghs  of 
Scotland,  eftabliilied  for  four  hundred  years.  The  petition 
for  the  redrefs  of  their  grievances,  it  was  faid,  had  been 
fjgned  by  nine  ihoufand  people ;  this  v/as,  in  his  opinion,  a 
Tery  fmall  number,  when  compared  with  the  alledged  mag- 
nitude of  their  complnint.s.  It  was  no  difficult  matter  to 
procure  fignatutes  for  any  petition  ;  and  had  the  honourable 
jentlemaii  brought  in  a  bill   to  give  the  people  a  power  of 

^le^ing 
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electing  the  King,  or  the  Lord  Chancellor,  there  was  n6 
doubt  but  he  would  have  followers  of  fome  defcrlption    or 
another.     The  Royal  burghs   of  Scotland  were  originaUy 
rrcated  by  charters  from  the  Crown ;  it  was  therefore  a  bold 
infringemdht  of  the  Royal  prerogati«ve  to  bring  in  a  bill  into 
Parliament  for  the  purpofe  of  annulling  them  all,  without 
even  the  ceremony  of  appointing  a  Committee  to  examine 
•whether  the  grievances  complained  of  had  any  exiftence  or 
not.     Exclufive,  alfo,  of  the  authority  they  derived  from  the 
Crown,  the  conftitution  of  the  burghs  of  Scotland    could 
not  be  altered,  without  an  infringement  of  the  articles  of  the 
L^nion,    which  expreffly  provide  for  their  fecurity.     The 
cufe  of  the  burgh  of  Stirling  was  no  argument   in   favour  of 
the  bill,  becaufe  it  had  been  disfranchifed,  and  its  charter 
forfeited  on  account  of  a  feries  of  mal-pra£tices,  which  liad 
longjexifted  in  tliat  Corporation.     It  was  true  that,  by   the 
advice  of  the  Crown  lawyers  of  Scotland,  the  conftitution 
of  that  burgh  had  been  newly  modelled ;  but  he  believed  it 
was  attended  with  no  kind  of  ddvantage  whatever  to  the  in- 
habitants ;  at  leaft,  he  never  heard  that  they  had  derived 
any  benefit  from   it.     But,   what  was  the  remedy  propofed 
by  the  honourable  gentleman  for  reforming  all  thefcabufes  } 
It  was  by  annulling  all  the  old  charters,  that  the  magiflrates 
might  be  chofen  annually  by   a  poll  eledlion.     A  general 
election  in  this  countryj  he  believed,  was  never  conlidered 
as  a  corre6lor  of  the  morals  of  the  people,  bat  that  was  a 
fpecies  of  diffipatiort  which  occurred  but  once  in  feven  years. 
The  hill  for  the  reform  of  the  abufes  which  prevail  in   the 
Royal  burghs,  provides  for  that   fcene  of  riot  and  drunken- 
nefs  annually,  and  therefore  the  honourable  gentleman  IhouKl 
have  entitled  it,  "  A  bill  for  the  encouragement  of  debauch- 
**  ery."     But,  the  fa6^  was,  that  the  honourable  gentleman 
had,  without  much  inveftigation  into  the  truth  of  his  affer- 
tions,  taken  up  thecaufe  of  the  reformers  as  one  which  was 
likely  to  extend  his  popularity;  he  might,  however,  afture 
himfelf,  that  he  would  find  no  ftatues  ereSed  in  honour  of 
him   in    any  of  the*  burghs  of  Scotland.     With  regard  to 
what  had  been   faid  on   the  fubjeft   of  their  accounts,  Mr. 
Dundas  contended  that   it  was  perfectly  competent   to  the 
King's  Advocate  to  call  upon  every  burgher,  and  to  profc- 
cute  upon   any  charge  of  mifapplication  of  the    revenue. 
The  annual  convention  of  the  Delegates  were  as   much  the 
repreientatives  of  the  burghs,  as  the  Houfe   of  Common^ 
Wfirc  the  reprefentatives  of  their  conflituents,  and  it  was  one 
of  the  exprel's  purpofes  of  that  inllitution  to  redlify  every 
fjjccies  of  abufe  which  might  preva^I  in  any  individual  burgh  ; 
it  was,  tlierefore,  abfurd  to  fay,  that  there  was  no  tribunal 
competent  to  redrefs  the  grievance*;  complained  of.     In  al- 
luding 
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lodin;  to  fome  letters  in  favour  of  the  bil],  which  were  p\ib« 
lifted  in  Scotland,  under  the  fignatureof  Zeno,  it  was  there 
fiated,  that  it  would  form  an  eflential  point  of  the  parlia- 
mentary reform,  Irhich  then  was  in  agitation  ;  but,  the  ad- 
vocates'of  the  meafu  re  now  difclaim  the  idea,  and  argue  that 
it  has  not  the  moft  diftantconne<Sion  in  the  reform  of  Par- 
liament. 

Mr.  Anjiruthtr  fupporting  the  oppofition  to  the  bill,  de-  Mr.  An- 
clared,  that  he  entirely  at  quitted  the  honourable  gentleman  ftruthcr, 
ofany  intention  of  going,  into  a  Committee  with  the  bill, 
withrefpeft  to  which  the  honourable  gentleman  had  not  con- 
defcended  to  give  the  Houfe  the  fmalleft  explanation ;  but 
the  right  honourable  gentleman  over  the  way  had  really  tiated 
whar  the  bill  was.  Mr.  Anftruther  a(ked,  why  had  not  the 
honourable  gentleman  brought  in  a  bill  to  cut  up  by  the 
roots  the  rights  of  England,  as  well  as  the  rights  of  Scot- 
land, fince  one  depended  on  the  other  ? 

Sit  Jofepb  Afavjhey  declared,  that  though  he  had  no  local  Sir  Jofeph 
icquaintance  with  the  country,  yet  the  abufes  ftated  in  the  Mtwbcy. 
petition  on  the  table  were  fo  firikiiig,  that  he  certainly  (hould 
vote  for  fenditig  tlie  bill  to  a  Committee.  The  right  honour- 
able and  learned  gentleman  (Mr.  Dundas)  had  argued,  tlvit 
the  Houfe  could  not  entettain  the  bill  at  all,  becaufe  no  proof 
had  been  brought  that  the  grievances  exifted.  He  defircd 
the  right  honourable  and  learned  gentleman  to  recolle<Sl,  that 
a  bill  had  been  brought  into  that  Houfe  for  a  reform  of  the 
rotten  boroughs  of  England,  without  any  previous  inquiry. 
The  notoriety  of  the  evil  had  been  conTidered  as  fufBcient 
groand  to  juftify  the  bill ;  and  if  it  was  an  argument  in 
that  inftance.  It  wasequally  good  in  the  prefent  cafe.  With 
regard  to  the  convention,  if  they  could  fettle  it  among  them- 
felvesto  divide  the  fpoil,  it  was  probable  there  would  be  no 
complaints  of  abufe.  The  articles  of  the  Union  ought  to 
l>«no  bar  to  any  falutary  regulation.  The  trial  by  jury, 
^hich  the  honourable  Baronet  {^\x  James  Johnftone)  had  fo 
^nxioufly  defired,  could  not  beeftablifhed  without  a  breach 
of  the  articles  of  Union. 

Mr  Sheridan  requefted  the  indulgence  of  the  Houfe,  while  Mr. 
he  made  a  few  obfervations  on  the  very  unfair  and  illiberal  Shcridtii« 
banner  in  which  the  right  honourable  and  learned  gentleman 
(Mr.  Dundas)  had  argued  the  queftion*  'Mr.  Sheridan  here 
^phatically  faid,  that  as  he  intended,  on  a  future  occafion, 
to  adopt  the  idea  fuggefted,  of  moving  for  a  Commit- 
tK  of  EtKjuiry,  he  would  not  then  infift  on  dividing  the 
Hoafe^  but  lie  would  afiure  the  right  honourable  and  learned 
gentleman,  that  relying  on  the  ability,  the  fpirit,  and  per- 
severance of  thofe  who  did  him  the  honour  of  entrufting  their 
caofe  10  hitn«  noenertion  of  his  (hould  be  wanting  to  accom«* 

Vet.  XXVI.  Z  z  plilh 
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pliAi  the  great  oHje6l  which  be  hid  in  Tievr*    The  right  her- 
nourable  ai^d  learned  gentleman  had,  yery  uncandkHy,  thfx>wn 
out  hiiit^s  21s  i^  he  was  not  ferious  in  tnecaufe;  and  that  he 
had  taken  it  up  for  no  other  reafon  but  to  court  popularity. 
It  had  been  the  ufual  language  of  that  Houfe  to  impute  no 
other  motives  to  gentlemen^  than  what  their  adions  juflt- 
fied.     Pet  haps,   the  right  honourable  and  lean^ed  gentleman 
juJged  o(  him  from  his  own  praSice*     He  afTured  him,   ho^r- 
ever,  that  he  was  not  ambitions  of  having  ftatues  eieded  to 
commemorate  his  la4>ours;  but  he  fliou Id  always  lend    hit 
aid  to  the  removal  of  opprefaon,  come  from  what  quarter  it 
migh^.     It  would  be  a  fortunate  circum (lance,  if  the  right 
honourable  and  learned  gentleman,  as  the  Mini Aer  of  Scot- 
laful,  enjoying  as  he  did  the  confidence  ef  the  right  honour- 
able geiulemari  (\lr«  Pitt)  would  employ  a  little  of  his  in- 
fluence, in  emlcavouring  toextend  the  bleflings  of  civil  liber- 
ty, inllead  of  parliamentary  jobbing  and   political  intrigue* 
Mr*  Sheridan  admitted   that  the  bufinefs  of  the  reform  had. 
been  delayed  to  a  later  (leriod  of  the  fefEon  than  he  could  have 
w  (bed;  hut  if  from  that  circumftance  the  right  honourable 
and  learned  gentleman  argued  that  he  was  not  ferious,  what 
opinion  muft  he  entertain  of  his  right  honourable  frietid  near 
him,  (Mr.  Pitt)  who,  at  the  fame  i^riod  of  the  feflion,   had 
brought  forward  a  fubje£^  of  fo  nruch  magnitude  and  import- 
ance as  a  general  excite  on  tobacco  ?  To  thofe  who  contenc^ed 
that  the  grievances  of  which  he  complained  were  imaginary, 
t!ie  beft  anfwer  he  could  give  was,  that  all  he  defired  was  to 
be  permitted  to  go  into  a  pioof  of  them,  and  for  that  purpofe, 
if  it  was  judged  too  late  to  undertake  it  in  the  prefent  feiiion, 
be  certainly  wouKI  bri«)g  forward  that  queflion  early  in  the 
next.     y\s  to  the  parliamentary  reform,  to  which  the  right 
horK>ucable  and  learned  gentleman   had  alluded,  he  ought, 
with  one  Zeno,   to  have  mentioned  one  William  Pitt,   and 
one  Duke  of  Richmond,  advocates  for  that  falutary  meafure. 
The  cafe  of  the  burgh  of  Stirling,   Mr.  Sheridan  con fidered 
as  an  unanfwerable  argument  in  his  favour;  and  if  the  right 
honourable  arid  learned  gentleman  had  no  defire  to  enquire 
into  the  fuccefsof  his  own  good  wodcs,  he  would  venture  to 
inform  him,  from  authority,  that  the  town  Cf.  Stirling,  in 
its  trade  and  manufa<51u(es,  had  dill  the  benejBt  of  its  new 
conftirution,  aiul  it  compreliended  nearly  all  that  he  defired. 
lie  was  not  furprifed  that  he  fliould  objed   to  annual  elec- 
tions; he  ticlieved  it  would  be  more  confonant  to  his  politi- 
cal opinions,  if  the  Vlagidrates  and  Councils  were  to  be  ele&- 
td  for  life  ;  and  to  prevent  that  diffipation  and  debauchery 
which  hehad  mentiot^ed  as  the  evil  confequencesof  a  general 
eleflion,  lie  had  not  a  doubt,  but  to  obviate  thefe  evils»  he 
would  give  his  confeat  to  a  perpetual  Parliament    jAs  to 
t  Ihc 
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the  annual  amount  of  the  revenues  of  the  hurghs  though  on« 
hundred  thoufand  pounds  might  not  appe air  to  be  a  very  large 
fum  in  the  eyes  of  the  right  honourabie  and  I  arncd  g'^ntie- 
inan»  it^  amount  and  value  bught  to  be  eUimated  fiom  its  ie« 
htion  to  the  general  refoorce  of  the  whole,  and  in  praportion 
as  they  were  fcanty,  that,  in  hrs  opinion,  was  an  adJirional 
reafbn  to  put  an  end  to  the  abufe  and  rnifinandgtrm^Dt  of  the 
little  they  poiieiTed.  The  right  lionooniiiff  au^i  learned  gen- 
tleman was  miAaken,  if  he  imagined,  th.)t  becaufe  he  op- 
pofed  the  bill,  he  fltould  have  the  Members  for  Scotland  on 
his  fide.  He  was  happy  to  find  the  fentiinents  of  many  of 
thofe  gentlemen  were  favourable  10  the  bill,  and  he  had  not 
a  doubt  of  their  fapport.  Mr.  Sheridan  faid,  that  in  allod-' 
ing  to  the  annual  convention  of  delegates,  he  did  not  mean 
to  refledV  on  any  of  them  individually  ;  but,  as  that  adembly 
was  chofen  by  thofe  who  were  accufed  of  delinquency,  they, 
hy  having  a  common  burgh  interell,  were  certainly  not  tl^c 
'  fittefl  perfons  to  enquire  into  abufe^  which  it  was  their  in- 
tereft  to  conceal.  He  concluded  with  decl.iring  his  fincere 
conviiSlion  of  the  troth  of  everj'  fail  he  had  Aated  ;  and  if  on 
a  future  day  he  ihouId.be  fo  fortunate  as  ro  prevail  in  the 
caofe  which  he  had  undertaken,  that  day  he  fliould  confider 
as  one  of  the  proudeft  and  happieft  of  his  life. 

Mr.  Dunda^  anfwered,  that  wlien  the  honourable  geritlc-  Mr. 
man  firft  mentioned  to  him  his  intention  of  moving  the  bill",  DMndas. 
he  had  informed  him  he  (hould  oppofe  it  on  account  of  the 
irregularity  of  his  bringing  in  a  bill,  without  having  a  pre- 
vious Committee  to  enquire  into  the  fad^s  complained  of. 
The  honourable  gentleman  had  told  him,  that  it  would  not 
he  candid  in  him  to  take  that  line  of  objection,  when  he  had 
replied,  that  he  certainly  fliould,  and  he  had  no^v  oppofed  it 
accordingly. 

Mr.  Martin  obferved,  that  much  had  been  (aid  to  prove  Mr. 
the  grievances  complained  of  by  the  pt-ople  of  the  Scotifh  Marim, 
boroughs  imaginary;  and  in  corroboration  of  this  alTertion, 
it  had  been  mentioned,  and  repeat(-d  to  the  Houfe,  that  none 
of  their  own  Members,  who  furely  ou'^ht  b  il  to  know  the 
(ituation  of  their  countivm-n,  had  bfvn  appointed  by  th6m 
to  undertake  th-ir  caiife  in  h'a'liam'nt.  For  his  part,  he 
could  not  help  feeling,  in  tliis  v*??y  circirn fiance,  a  convinc- 
ing proof  of  the  ex  iftence  of  th.)ri;  giic»vanres.  It  was  not 
difficult  to  fee  whence  this  backwardnctfs  aroie;  the  burgelfcs 
were  io  far  loft,  that  they  could  not  prevail  on  their  own 
reprefentatives  to  afllft  them.  He  (hould,  therefore,  be  hap- 
py to  fee  a  fyftem,  fo  evidently  oppreffive,  taken  into  the 
coniideration  of  a  Committee,  where,  he  doubted  not,  the 
neceiliiy  and  the  means  of  a  reform  would  be  difcovered  and 
provided. 

Z  z  2  Sir 
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Sir  Thomas  Dundas  fpokein  favour  of  the  bill* 
The  queftion  for  committing  the  bill  being  put,  it  veat 
negatived  wfthouta  divifion. 
Mr.  Mr.  Pulteney  rofe  to  mention  the  report  in  circulation   re- 

Pulteaey.  lative  to  the  great  fcarcity  of  corn  at  prefent  in  France^  ati4 
of  an  application  which  had,  in  confequence,  been  made  to 
Government  for  a  fupply  from  this  country.  Mr.  Pulteney 
hinted  at  the  ferious  nature  of  fuch  a  tranfad^ion,  9nd  wi£he4 
to  know  what  fleps  Government  had  .taken  refpe(^ing  it. 

Mr.  Pitt.  Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  anfwercd,  that  it  was  needlefs  to  re- 
mind  the  Houfe,  that  nothing  could  be  done  by  His  Ma^ 
jefly's  fervants  on  the  fubjeft  to  which  the  honourable  gen- 
tleman had  alluded,  without  an  application  to  Parliament 
for  their  fan£iion.  It  was  true  that  word  had  been  fent  froai 
*  the  French  Court,  ftating,  that  it  would  be  an  effential  con- 

venience to  them)  if,  under  the  prefent  great  fcarcity  of  corn 
in  France,  liberty  could  be  granted  to  export  from  England  a 
certain  quantity  of  corn,  which  did  not  appear  to  be  incon* 
fiderable.  The  very  great  diftrefs  of  the  neighbouring  king- 
dom and  our  different  fituation,  confidered,  the  application 
did  not)  on  a  curfory  view  of  it,  appear  to  be  an  un6t  one  to 
be  complied  with,  and  were  it  pofiible  to  forefee  the  extent 
of  the  inconvenience  that  would  be  incurred  by  fo  doings  per- 
haps, Mr.  Pitt  faid,  it  would  dill  be  right  to  do  fo;  but  it 
was  a  matter  of  peculiar  delicacy,  and  could  not  be  decided 
without  due  inquiry.  His  Majefty*s  feivants  had  inftituted 
an  examination  before  a  Committee  of  the  Privy  Council<| 
into  the  prefent  price  of  corn  in  the  market,  the  ftock  in 
hand,  and  the  profped  of  the  harvefl.  From  an  extraoidi- 
nary  continuance  of  bad  weather,  the  profped  of  the  harveft 
was  extremely  precarious;  and  Government  had  not  fufii- 
ciently  digefted  the  refult  of  their  inquiries  to  be  able  to  come 
forward  with  any  propofition  on  the  fubjed  to  the.Houle, 
if  the  Houfe  were  defirous  of  feeing  the  progrefs  made  in  the 
examination  in  queftion,  he  fhould  have  no  objedion.to  lay- 
ing the  papers  almod  immediately  before  the  Houfe. 

Mr.  Wil-      Mr.  JVilbfrforce  faid,  that  it  was,  douLtlefs,  neceffary  for 

bcrforce.  the  right  honourable  gentleman,  as  a  Minifler,  to  a£t  in  fo 
delicate  a  particular,  with  the  utmoft  caution,  and  he  might 
be  juftified  in  refufing  what  that  Houfe  might  take  4Jipon  it- 
felf  to  do  at  once.  The  extreme  fcarcity  of  corn  in  France, 
and  the  ftate  of  perturbation  in  which  that  kingdon^  wa| 
well  known  to  be  at  prefent,  inclined  him,  and  he  (hould 
imagine,  would  incline  the  Houfe,  to  grant  every  relief  to 
that  diftrelTed  country  that  could  be  afforded,  without  the 
rifque  of  ferious  danger  at  home  If  means  copld  be  taken  to 
afcertain  that  this  country  would  not  be  expofed  to  any  very 
mffterial  inconvenience  oy  fo  doing,   he  apprehended  the 

peopfe 
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rrople  of  England  would  bare  generofity  enough  to  aflift 
rance.on  the  prefent  urgeut  occauon,  and  would  even  fub- 
mit  themfelves  to  the  flight  inconvenience  of  a  fmall  increafe 
of  price,  rather  than  not  afford  the  neighbouring  kingdom 
fclief.  They  were  not,  in  his  mind,  under  fuch  preffiiig 
ciicumftances,  to  a£l  merely  on  what  might  be  deemed  the 
eligibility  of  the  meafure,  but  to  (hew  that  the  extent  of  the 
diftrefs  of  France  rnade  them  willing  to  affift  her,  even  at  the 
expence  of  fome  inconvenience.  It  would  be  a  deed  of  cha- 
rity and  benevolence  which  her  dlArefs  claimed  at  our 
bands,  and  therefore  he  ihould  conceive,  the  beft  way  would 
be  to  lay  the  papers  on  the  table,  and  if  a  farther  inquiry 
ihould  appear  to  be  necefiary,  the  Houfe  ought  to  enter 
upon  it  without  delay. 

Mr.Alrierman  ffatfon  was  per(uaded  that  this  country  Mr.  Aid* 
would  not  deny  a  neighbouring  nation  any  relief  in  their  Watfon* 
power  to  afford,  without  ferioufly  inconveniencing  them- 
felves. He  mentioned  the  high  prices  of  wheat  at  market, 
where  it  had,  that  very  day,  rifen  confiderably,  and  even  fo 
high  as  feyen  /hillings  the  bufheh  Could  the  ftate  of  necef- 
iity  in  France  be  made  apparent  to  them,  the  people  of  this 
county,  in  his  opinion,  would  willingly  give  France  twenty 
tboufand  facks  of  flour.  If,  therefore,  the  neceflity  was  fo 
prefiing  as  \l  had  been  defcribed,  in  the  name  of  humanity, 
let  twenty  thoufand  facks  of  flour  be  given  to  France;  but 
hedifliked  the  idea  of  exporting  flour  to  fell  to  them 

Mr.  Dempfter  argued  for  relieving  France  in  this  hour  of  Mr. 
her  diflrefs;  twenty  thoufand  lacks  of  flour,  he  faid,  could  Dempllcr, 
not  injure  this  pountry,  but  might  fave  the  other  from  the 
grave;  nothing,  therefore,  lefs  than  the  fullefl  con  virion 
that  we  vrere  in  danger  of  being  in  want  ourfelves,  could  juf- 
tifythe  extreme  felftflinefs  of  refufing  to  aflift  France  at 
prefent. 

^T.' Drake  faid,  that  he  ha'j,  on  a  former  occafion,  refifted  ^^^ 
a  bill  for  allowing  the  exportatien  of  hay  to  France,  on  the  Drake. 
old  maxim,  that  ^^  Charity  begins  at  home  ;*'  on  the  fame 
principle,  under  the  prefent  appearance  of  things,  he  was 
inclined  to  refift  the  application  for  twenty  thoufand  fecki 
of  flour.  Mr  Drake  declared  himOlf,  at  prefent,  particu- 
larly willing  to  (liew  favour  to  Frnr.ce.  if  it  could  be  dorie 
without  rifque  of  danger  at  home;  and  he  felt  in  this  man^ 
ner,  nqt-merely  from  a  wifli  to  allay  the  ferment  of  France 
but  in  gratitude  for  her  having  participated  in  our  late  joy, 
and  fliewn  the  moft  indubitable  marks  of  attachment  and  re- 
fpedl  for  the  King  of  this  country.  He  confidered  France 
at  prefent  as  expiating  her  fins,  for  her  (to  ufe  the  gen  tie  A 
;erm  imher  prefent  fituation)  intetferen:e  with  America. 

Major 
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ICs^  Scott  Major  5r0ff  wiihed  to  give  Franccr  the  relief  her  cfiftrels 
required^  not  only  on  the  genera)  pr'mciple  of  hmnanhy  but 
»3  ai  ret  urn  for  her  very  ftrenuous  exertions  to  procure  roori^ 
mercifu)  treatment,  and  for  the  liberty  ohtarncd  in  favour  of 
a  nunf>har  of  Briti(h  officers  and  foldiers  who  had  been,  and 
mtvt  ftill  fuifering  the  moft  unheard-of  feveritics  and  hard- 
fhipSy  rn  confinement  under  the  tyranny  and  oppreffion  of 
Tippoo  Sultan. 

Mr*  Oide  Mr.  Orde  lamented  ihat  the  prefent  fohjefl  had  come  at  all 
under  difcuf&on  in  that  Hoafe,  iince  it  might  lead  to  very 
great  inconvenience.  While  the  papers  were  lying  upon  the 
table,  the  price  of  com  would  get  up  fo  as  to  produce  ail  the 
cffeSs  of  a  fcarcity  at  home.  Mr.  Orde  alluded  to  what  Al- 
derman Watfon  had  ftatcd  of  the  price  of  wheat  tlut  day  per 
buftiet,  and  faid,  he  wiflicd  the  right  honourable  gentleman 
had  taken  upon  htmfetf -  to  do  what  to  Government  fhould 
appear  proper  to  have  been  done,  and  to  have  come  after- 
'wards  to  Parli.'>ment  for  a  hill  of  imdemnity.  He  (hould 
have  repofed  implicit  confidence  in  the  right  honourable  gen- 
tleman's having  adted  for  the  beft,  and,  he  was  purfuaded, 
no  Member  of  either  Houfe  would  have  fcrur^Ied  to  have 
given  their  concurrence  to  a  bill  of  indemnriy  brought  in  for 
fach  a  purpofe. 
#1^^  The  Speaker  obferved  that  the  extreme  importance  of  the 

fubjedi  fuperfedcd  all  form,  and  prevented  him  from  in  ter- 
fering  in  a  converfation  which  was  certainly  diforderly.  He 
rofe,  therefore,  to  make  his  apology  for  having  fufiered  the 
conv^(ation  to  go  on,  but  he  felt  it  to  be  fo  interefling  that 
be  could  not  prevail  upon  himfelf  to  pot  a  flop  to  it. 

Mf»  ?itt.  ^^^'  Chancellor  Pitt  moved  that  the  papers  in  queftion  he 
laid  before  the  Houfe.  He  faid  it  was  impoilible  while  thit 
Houfe  was  fitting  for  Government  to  aA  without  the  confent 
of  Parliament*  The  price  of  corn  was,  at  prefent,  fo  high 
that  the  ports  were  ihut ;  and  from  all  he  knew  of  the  degree 
of  preffure  of  diftrefs  in  France,  and  the  ftate  of  corn  in  Eng- 
land, he  was  not  prepared  to  eome forward  with  anv  propor- 
tion to  that  Houfe.  With  regard  to  the  difcuffion  being 
likely  to  produce  inconvenience,  if  it  had  been  thought  pro- 
per to  pafs  a  bill  upon  the  occafion,  the  fubje^l  muft  have 
firft  been  opened  to  the  Houfe,  and  the  grounds  of  the  bill 
pul^licly  explained.  The  inconvenience,  therefore,  that 
was  fo  much  dreaded  now  would  not  have  been  lefs  in  that 
cafe* 
fir  Grey  Sir  Grey  Cdcy>fr  remarked,  that  in  his  firfl  fpeech  the  Chan- 
Coopcr.  cellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  faid,  it  would  be  a  matter  of 
convenience  to  France  if  leave  were  given  to  export  20,000 
facks  of  flour ;  and  in  what  he  had  juil  faid  be  mentioned 
the  prefTure  of  diilrefs  in  France^  which  was  undoubtedly  a 

difierent 
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A'firenC  thing.  Seren  {billings  a  buQiel  was  a  very  hjfjtk 
|Kkr,  and'itsriCng  ftill  higher  would  certainly  be  an  incon^ 
venience;  he  could  have  been  willing,  therefore^  with  ^ifeft 
oNifidence,  io  have  trufted  the  whoiebuiinefs  to  GovernmenC* 
If  the  pneliure  of  the  diftrefs  was  very  great,  and  we  could  af*> 
&rd  to  do  it,  every  perfon  muft  w  j(h  that  we  ifaould  grant 
the  rdief  required,  but;  perhaps,  it  would  have  been  better 
if  the  difcufBon  had  not  taken  place  in  that  Houfe,  as  it  mighC 
tend  to  raife  the  price  of  wlieat  and  wheat  £our  in  the  mar- 
ket. 

Mr.  ffixdham  reafoned  on  the  motives  that  liad  prevented  Bflc. 
Government  from  a6)ing  upon  their  own  difcretion  in  the  Wtfii* 
pcefent  cafe,  and  faid  it  muft  either  be  iaipu cable  to  their  con*  ^^ 
iirioufnefs  of  the  jealoufy  of  Parliament,  or  from  Minifter^ 
being  unwilling  to  take  the  whole  refponiibility  on  themieives* 
He  declared  he  ihould  have  been  inclined  to  have  repofed  con- 
fidence in  their  difcretion.  The  heft  adls  that  Miniflers  did 
were  often  thofe  that  requimd  an  indemnity,  and  drew  on 
tbeoi  much  public  clamour;  and  it  was  not,  he  conceiv^ 
the  praAioe  of  the  right  honourable  gentleman's  politics  ta 
ihriak  from  an  inconvenieiKe  of  that  nature.  His  reafon  for 
wiOiing  Minifiers  to  have  aded  upon  their  difcretion,  was  at 
fear  that  the  paffing  an  adt  of  Parliament  would  exceed  :tbe 
occaiion,  and  that  great  inconvenience  might  arife  frcm  the 
diicttflion  ;  whereas  had  MiniHers  stStei  as  the  nature  of  ttie 
cafe  might  have  appeared  to  them  to  have  recjuiretl,  they 
wooM  have  prevented  both  thefe  eviisi  and  th«  ill  conle- 
^uence  of  delay. 

Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  faid  he  was  anxious  that  the  papers  Mr« 
might  be  produced,  in  order  to  fiiew  that  they  did  not  make 
out  tlie  fuppoiition,  that  there  was  any  danger  of  adual  want 
in  this  country^  nor  did  he  mean  to  have  i'uggefted  any  fuch 


Mr.  Alderman  N^wnham  faid  that  he  knew  what  had  come  Mr.  AUL 
out  on  the  examination  of  the  com  meichants  before  the  Ncwah«i 
Committee  of  the  Privy  Council.  There  was  no  very  great 
flock  of  corn  in  hand,  and  the  wheat  did  not  look  remark-* 
ably  promiimg ;  but  the  quantity  depended  upon  the  weather; 
if  It  turned  out  fine  weather  we  might  have  a  good  harvefl; 
if,  on  the  contrary,  it  proved  wet  and  bad  weather,  the  har- 
veft  would  neceflariiy  be  lefs*produ£^ive;  and  they  could  not 
pledge  tliemfelves  to  do  any  thing  to  the  inconvenience  of  thif 
country. 

Mr.  Aaftruiher  remarked  that  every  word  he  had  heard  pro-  Mr.  A-m- 
▼ed  the  tnapropriety  of  the  difcuflion  Itaving  been  brought  on ;  ftinthec 
and  after  what  had  juft  fallen*  from  the  worthy  Alderman  it 
became  neceflary  to  fet  the„mtnds  of  the  public  at  reft  upon 
the  fubjoS  as  foon  as  poffiblc^  becauie  the  difcuAion  that  had 

'taken 
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fafcen  place  would  no  doiri)t  occafion  a  temporarr  raifing^  of 
the  price  in  the  market.  Every  man.  rouft  wifh  that  relief 
ihould  be  given  to  France,  provided  it  could  be  done  ^irith* 
out  much  rifque  to  ourreives;  and  it  was  at  any  I'atej  after 
what  had  pafled,  neceiTary  to  have  the  papers  alluded  lo^  Gnoe 
otherwife  alarms  would  go  abroad,  that  theie  was  real 
ground  for  a  belief  that  wfe  were  in  danger  of  an  approaching 
fcarcity  of  corn  ourfelvcs. 

The  order  of  the  day  for  refuming  the  Committee  on  the 
Tobacco  Regulation  bill  being  read.     As  foon  as  the  Speaker 
had  left  the  chair  counfel  were  called  to  the  bar,  and  heard* 
After  which 
Sir  Sir  ffattin  Lewes  lamented  the  latenefs  of  the  feflioiiy 

Watkitt  when  a  bill  of  that  magnitude  had  been  introduced,  which 
Lewet.  involved  not  only  a  variety  of  interefts,  but  a  great  oonftitn- 
tional  quellion  with  refpe^i  to  the  extertfion  of  the  Exciie 
laws ;  he  then  made  obfervations  upon  the  examination  of  the 
witnefles  at  the  bar  of  the  Houfe,  and  the  arguments  of  coun* 
fel ;  and  like  wife  took  notice  of  the  petition  of  (he  merchants 
and  importers  of  tobacco  into  this  country,  which  he  had  the 
honour  of  prefenting  that  day,  and  concluded  with  a  oiotiony 
^  That  the  Committee  adjourn  for  three  months.** 

The  Houfe  rofe. 

Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  brought  up  the  minutes  of  the  exami- 
nation  taken  before  the  Privy  Council,  concerning  the  ftock 
of  wheat  and  flour  now  in  the  country  for  the  fupply  of  the 
kingdom. 

1  he  papers  being  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table, . 
Mn  Pitt.  Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  obferved,  that  in  his  opinion  the  moil 
proper  way  of  proceeding  would  be  to  appoint  a  (tltGt  Com* 
mittee  to  take  into  their  confideration  the  faid  papers,  and 
report  their  fentiments  to  the  Houfe.  He  therefore  moved, 
'*  1  hat  the  papers  be  referred  to  a  feled  Committee.^ — Or- 
dered. 

<<  That  the  Committee  coni^ft  of  the  following  gentle- 
men: 

«  William  Pulteney,  Elq. 
^  W.  Wilherforce,  Efq.  "'  Sir  Charles  Farnaby, 

«*  W.  Huffey,  Efq.  *«  J.  Blackburne,  Efq. 

•<  Sir  Edward  Aftley,  "  William  Smith,  Efq. 

^  S.  Thornton,  Efq.  **  Marquis  of  Graham^ 

**  >Mderman  Newnham,         ^*  Hon.  John  Elliot, 
*^  George  Dempfter^  Efq*        ^  Bamber  Gafcoyne,  Efq. 
^  Lajrd  Weftcote,  «<  Lord  Mornington." 

Mr. 
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Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  then  moved,  "  That  the  Committee 
**  iflomediately  withdraw,  and  confider  the  fald  papers." — 
Ordered. 

The  Committee  immediately  withdrew,  and  at  length 
came  to  a  decifion  concerning  the  requefted  exportation. 

Mr.  Pulteney,  the  ChairmaiS,  brought  up  the  report, 
which  was  read  at  the  table  as  follows  : 

"  The  Committee  appointed  to  take  into  their  confidera- 
♦*  tion  the  minutes  of  the  examination  before  the  Privy  Coun* 
*^  cilf  have  confidered  the  fame,  and  come  to  the  following 
"  refolution: 

*'  Refolved,  Tha"t  from  a  comparative  view  of  the  prices 
"  of  wheat  and  flour  in  France  and  England,  20,000  facks 
"  of  flour  ought  not  to  be  exported.** 

The  order  of  the  day  being  read  for  the  Houfe  going  into 
a  Committee  on  the  Tobacco  bill,  Mr.  Flobart  took  the 
chair. 

Mr.  Stone  and  Mr.  Harrifon  were  then  called  in  as  wit- 
nefles  in  fupport  of  the  bill,  and  having  been  examined  they 
withdrew.  * 

Sir  H^atkln  l,€wn  obferved  that  the  witnefles  who  were  Sir  Wat- 
brought  forward  in  fuppoit  of  the  bill,  had  proved  the  cafe  of  kin  Lcwti 
the  petitioners ;  the  laft  witnefs  had  faid,  that  the  prefent 
bill  with  a  little  alteration  would  anfwer  the  purpofe.  What 
were  thofe  alterations?  The  preventing  an  Excife  officer  ta- 
king ftock  whilft  under  manufacture;  that  was  the  jet  of  the 
queflion;  and  here  he  liegged  leave  to  bring  to  the  recollec- 
tion of  the  Houfe,  to  what  did  all  the  objedlions  tend  but  to 
this  point  that  it  was  impra6licable  to  put  the  manufacture 
under  the  Excife  laws;  that  it  would  tend  to  expofe  the  fecrets 
and  royfteries  of  their  trade,  and  drive  the  manufacture  out 
of  this  country  ?  The  petition  which  he  had  the  honour  to 
prefent  to  the  Houfe,  from  the  merchants,  importers  of  to- 
bacco, declared  "  that  it  will  not  only  prove  injurious  to  the 
**  manufacturer,  but  that  it  will  tend  to  drive  the  manufacture 
"  oat  of  this  country,  and  will  be  of  prejudice  to  the  general 
*'  trade  in  tobacco."  If  tobacco  fhould  be  configned  to  fo- 
reign countries  inftead  of  this,  they  would  take  the  articles 
and  commodities  of  thofe  countries  inftead  of  taking  the  arti- 
cles and  commodities  of  this.  Upon  the  whole,  as  he  con- 
ceived the  bill  would  be  injurious  both  in  point  of  revenue  as 
well  as  general  commerce  to  this  country,  he  (liould  move, 
**  That  the  Chairman  do  leave  the  ch^jir,"  convinced  that  if 
they  went  farther,  it  would  be  only  taking  up  the  lime  of  the 
Committee. 

Mr.  Dundas  declared  that  he  could  not  confider  the  mo-      Mr. 
tion  as  either  candid  or  fair;  the  Alderman  ought  to  have  let  Dund^s. 
the  Committee  at  leaXl  have  gone  into  a  dilcuflion  of  the- 

VoL  XXVI.  3  A  claufes, 
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claufes,  when,  If  the  bill  was  found  to  he  objectionable,  a  mo- 
tion to  get  rid  of  it  would  have  come  with  much  more  pro- 
priety t;han  at  prefent.  He  wiftxed  that  the  honourable  Al- 
derman would  withdraw  his  motion,  and  not  give  the  Com- 
mittee the  trouble  of  dividing  on  it.  All  parties  were  agreed 
that  fmuggling  in  the  article  of  tobacco  exifted  to  a  very 
great  extent;  all  agreed,  likewife,  that  it  was  a  fit  obje£l  of 
taxation;  he,  therefore,  had  not  the  leaft  doubt  but  that  the 
Houfe,  willing  to  give  the  bill  an  ample  and  a  fair  difcuflion^ 
would  rejeft  the  prefent  motion,  and  be  willing  to  give  the 
propofed  bill  a  full  and  fair  difcuflion. 
Mr.  Sam.  Mr.  Samuel  Smith  contended,  that  admitting  the  principle 
Smith,  to  be  good,  the  claufes  were  inapplicable  to  it,  and  the  regu- 
lations contained  in  them  could  not  be  carried  into  execution 
without  the  moft  intolerable  oppreflion  ofcthe  tobacco  manu- 
fafturers,  and  the  greateft  injurtice  to  that  refpedVable  body 
of  men.  He  objefled  to  the  liarfhnefs  of  the  feveral  reftric- 
tions  impofed  by  the  bill,  and  faid,  that  in  no  particular  was 
it  more  palpable  than  in  the  tyrannous  intrufion  on  the  fe- 
crets  of  the  trade,  for  which  many  tobacco  manufaAurers 
had  paid  a  confider.ible  price,  and  thofe  who  had  by  their  fu- 
perior  {kill  and  ingenuity  acquired  others,  could,  no  doubt, 
at  this  dny,  obtain  a  very  handfome  premium  for  their  com- 
munication. Mr.  Smith  maintained  that  the  minutiae  of  fe- 
veral of  the  regulations  were  fuch  as  no  liberal-minded  man» 
poflefTed  of  the  leaft  fpirit,  could  fubrait  to.  He  adverted  al- 
fo  to  the  manufacture  of  tobacco  on  the  continent,  and  fpoke 
of  the  flough  imported  from  Dunkirk  and  elfewherc,  decla- 
ring that  tl  e  foreign  manufa(5\ures  and  materials  ufed  in  the 
tobacco  trade  were  in  fuch  eftimation  that  our  manufaAurers 
had  been  obliged  to  counterfeit  the  marks  and  names  of  the 
Dunkirk  manufacturers,  in  order  to  give  their  goods  currency 
and  credit.  He  conceived  that  the  bill  could  not  pafs  into  a 
law  without  injuring  that  revenue  which  it  was  intended  to 
proteCl,  and  violating  the  feelings  of  individuals  to  fuch  an 
alarming  extent  as  policy  and  good  fenfe  could  never  juftify^ 
Mr.  Mr.  jRyJcr  obferved,  that  the  arguments  of  the  worthy 

Ryder.  Alderman  and  the  honourable  Member  who  fpoke  laft,  ap^ 
peared  to  reft  on  two  grounds,  to  neither  of  which  he  could 
fubfcribe.  In  the  firft  place,  the  objeflions  they  had  ftated 
to  the  bill  were  rather  reafons  againft  its  claufes  than  againft 
its  principle,  and,  therefoie,  they  did  not  apply  in  the  pre- 
fent ftagc  of  the  bufmefs.  In  the  next  place,  they  went  ftill 
farther  to  a  general  reprobation  of  the  meafure.  With  regard 
to  the  latter,  he  was  perfuaded,  the  majority  of  that  Houfe 
had  not  made  up  their  minds  to  fcout  the  principle  of  the  bill; 
and,  with  refpedk  to  the  former,  if  the  honourable  gentle- 
man's arguments  were  founded,  that  was  not  the  moment 

in 
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in  which  they  could  be  heard  with  advantage.  As  lo  the  bill 
being  brought  on  at  the  end  of  the  fefTion,  and,  on  a  fudden. 
His  Majefty*s  Minifters,  it  was  well  known,  had  bcfen  em- 
ployed iu  confideration  of  the  fuhjecl  for  the  lad  two  years, 
and  fo  far  from  the  tobacco  manufacturers  having  been  taken 
by  furprize,  it  was  equally  well  known,  that  they  had  been 
in  pofie/iion  of  the  bill  nearly  three  months.  That  Houfe 
alfo  had  been  engaged  in  a  laborious  inveiligation  of  the  fub- 
jeS  for  fome  weeks.  Were  they,  therefore,  to  leave  ofF  at 
that  period  ihey  would  clofe  their  enquiry  in  its  meridian, 
and  while  they  had  before  them  the  fulleft  information,  and 
thebeft  means  of  intelligent  difcuffion.  Upon  thefe  confide- 
rations  he  had  no  doubt  but  that  the  Committee  would  concur 
with  him  in  thinking  that  they  ought  not  then  to  reject  the 
bill,  but  proceed  to  a  report. 

SiTjoffph  Afawiey  profeSed  hif^felf  as  much  an  enemy  to  op-  Sir  Jofeph 
preflLve  revenue  laws  as  any  man,  bu  t  he  faw  nothing  fo  terrible  Mawbey. 
in  the  word  Excife  that  it  ought  to  prevent  them  from  pro- 
ceeding to  try  if  the  objtcSt  of  the  bill  could  be  attained  with- 
out a  violence  to  juflice  and  a  degree  of  fever  it  y  to  which  the 
tobacco  manufa<^urers  ought  not  fairly  to  be  fubje'Sted.     Sir 
Jofeph  contejided  that  every  argument  ufed  by  the  worthy 
Alderman  who  made  the  motion,  and  the  honourable  gentle- 
man near  him  (Mr.  Smith)  was  mifplaced  and  premature, 
and  that  the  motion  was  prepnfterous  and  abfurd.     From' 
what  they  had  heard  at  their  bar,  it  was  evident  that  fome 
alterations  were  neceffary  to  be  made  in  the  bill,  and  thefe 
alterations  could  only  be  made  in  the  Committee.     On  every 
confideration,  therefore,  the  Committee  ought  to  proceed  to 
fill  up,  iufert,  and  throw  out  what  to  them  fliould  appear 
moft  fit,  in  order  to  render  the  bill  pradlicable  and  adequate 
to  its  end,  without  being  too  rigorous  or  fevere  again  ft  the  in- 
dividuals upon  whom  it  was  to  operate.     The  objeft  of  the 
bill  was  canfefledly  important.     It  had  been  ftated  that  up- 
wards of  four  hundred  thoufand  pounds  a  year  iiad  been  loft 
to  the  revenue  for  many  years  paft.     If  even  a  moiety  of  that 
fum  could  be  recovered  it  was,  furely,  extremely  defireable. 
Let  gentlemen  wait,  at  leaft,  till  the  bill  came  to  be  reported, 

and«th6n  they  would  fee  what  it  was;  and  if  it  (hould  appear 
to  be  liable  to  the  objeftions  which  had  been  ufed  againft  if, 

be  would  be  as  ready  as  any  man  to  oppofe  its  pailing  into  a 

Mr,  Alderman  Sawbndge  remarked,  that  prepofterous  and  Mr.  Aid. 
abfurd  as  it  might  appear,  he  fmcerely  applauded  his  worthy  Sawbridg* 
colleague  for  having  made  the  motion.     A  ftrange  excefs  of 
Antigallican  fpirit  and  averfion   to  French  faftiion  feemed  to 
have  taken  polTeffion  of  the  country.     Becaufe  .the  French 
were  ftruggling  for  freedom,  and  feemed  likely  to  attain  their 

3  A  a  objeft, 
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objetE^,  John  Bull  appeared  to  be  determined  in  this  inftance» 
as  in  every  other,  to  be  the  very  oppofite  of  France,  and  to 
court  flavery.  In  the  county  in  which  he  lived  (Kent)  the 
Excife  laws  were  peculiarly  obnoxious.  [Several  Members 
laughed.]  Notwithflanding  farcaftic  laughter  (added  Mr. 
Sawbridge)  the  fa6t  was  fo;  nor  was  it  in  Kent  only  that  the 
Excife  laws  were  odious;  they  were  the obje<5l  of  deteflation 
throughout  the  kingdom.  1  he  Treafury  Bench  was  always 
fure  to  be  full  when  fuch  bills  were  agitating,  but  were  it  not 
'  that  the  extremely  advanced  period  of  the  feffion  made  it  ne- 

ceffary  ihAt  the  country  gentlemen  (hould  be  elfe where,  at- 
tending their  a  vocations,  and  were  it  poflible  that  theie 
fliould  he  a  ^ull  Houfe,  he  was  Tttisfied  the  bill  would  meet 
with  a  powerful  oppofition.  For  the  four  laft  years  the  mo(t 
important  public  bills  had  been  brought  forward  in  that  late 
period  of  the  feffion.  Why  that  improper  time  was  pitched 
on  by  the  right  honourable  gentleman  for  the  difcuffion  of 
fuch  tppics  every  body  knew.  He  truiled,  however,  there 
was  fo  much  public  fpirit  left  that  the  right  honourable  gen- 
tleman's defign  would,  in  this  inflance,  be  foiled;  and  aU 
though  his  wifhes  might  not  be  fulfilled  that  night,  he  was  in 
hopes  they  would  in  fome  other  ftage  ot  the  bill. 
Colonel  Colonel  Phipps  faid  that  it  would  be  fufficient  to  meet  th« 
Phipp*.  complaint  of  tlie  worthy  Alderman,  that  bufinefs  fo  impor- 
tant fliould  not  be  brought  forward  at  the  approaching  period 
of  a  fedion,  with  the  anfwer  that  no  man  could  confider  that 
circumftance  without  feeling  his  mind  imprefled  with  a  me- 
lancholy reflexion  upon  the  caufe  which  had  occafioned  it. 
This  refleftion,  however,  niuft  neceffarily  be  accompanied 
with  the  pleafing  convi£tibn  that  the  caufe  was  happily  at  an 
end,  and  that  what  appeared  likely  to  overwhelm  a  whole  na- 
tion in  the  deepeft  forrovv,  had,  by  the  providence  of  Heaven 
taken  a  turn,  whicli  filled  the  breaft  of  every  individual  witk 
the  fincereft  joy  and  the  moll  heartfelt  falisfadiion.  As  to 
the  Antigallican  fpirit  of  this  country,  alluded  to  bythe  wor- 
thy AMerman,  he  agreed  that  it  exifted  in  its  full  force,  and 
nianifefled  itielf  in  this  inllance,  as  in  every  other,  in  the  moft 
Ariking  manner.  France  was  in  a'fta^e  of  anarchy  of  the  ex- 
tremeft  diftrcfs;  her  revenues  were  in  confufion,  her  refour- 
cJsexhaufted,  and  her  fuhjei^s  In  tumult  and  diforder.  Wc 
were  in  a  fituation  of  a  very  different  charafter;  recruiting 
our  revenues,  recovering  our  rcfources,  in  per  fed  tranquillity, 
and  with  an  encreaiing  commcrre.  That  Houfe  had  juft 
heard  the  fnpplicant  application  of  the  Court  of  France.  It 
had  been,  for  wife  reafons,  in  his  mind,  declared  to  be  im- 
proper to  comply  with  that  application,,  although  it  was  the 
general  wifh  tiiat  the  relief  required  fhould  readily  have  been 
granted  had  the  flate  of  corn  in  this  country  juftified  fuch  a 

meafure. 
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meafare.  By  etideavotiring  to  put  an  end  tofmuggling,  and 
enforce  the  receipt  of  the  revenue,  we  afted  moft  wifely,  and 
muft  enable  onrf^lves  to  give  France,  in  the  hour  of  her  dif- 
trpfs,  that  affiftance  which  every  liberal-minded  Englilhman 
muftwifh  toadminifter. 

Mr.  Alderman  Newnham  declared,  that  he  fhould  have     Aid. 
been  glad  if  his  worthy  colleague  had  not  made  his  motion  Ntwnham 
that  evening,  but  had  rather  perfifted  in  it  the   preceding 
night,  and  he  would  fail ly  own,  that  the    reafon  was,  he 
feared  they  (hould  not  cut  as  good  a  figurs  on  a  divifion  then  ^ 

as  they  would  have  done  the  evening  before.  The  Alderman 
argued  againft  the  bill,  and  not  more  on  the  ground  of  its 
being  inapplicable  to  the  cafe  in  queflion,  than  becaufe  it  was 
a  manifeft  exteniion  of  the  excife  laws,  to  which  he  ever 
fhonld  firmly  obje£l,  wherever  fuch  extenfion  could  poflibly 
be  avoided.  He  endeavoured  to  fliew  the  improper  power 
that  the  bill  would  give  the  Excife  ofiicers  over  the  tobacco 
mnQ&dhirer,  in  various  inAances,  and  particularly  men- 
tioned the  poffible  cafe  of  a  manufafturer  of  tobacco  fup* 
porting  him,  when  he  next  ftood  for  the  city  of  London,  in 
oppofition,  perhaps,  to  a  candidate,  a  friend  and  favourite 
of  the  right  honourable  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  In 
that  cafe,  the  Excife  officer,  by  way  of  punifhment  of  the 
tobacco  manufadlurer,  for  fupporting  a  candidate  adverfe  to 
the  Miniller,  might  harrafs  him  with  a  moft  rigorous  exe- 
^(ion  of  his  official  powers,  and  put  him  to  great  and  fe- 
nous  inconvenience.  He  did  not  mean,  to  be  underftood,  as 
thinking  that  this  would  happen,  but  as  putting  a  ftrong 
wfe,  in  order  to  enforce  and  illuflrate  his  argument.  With 
regard  to  the  declaration  which  had  been  made  thatt  the  bare 
aflertion  of  a  reputable  manufa£turer  of  tobacco,  as  to  his 
ftock,  would  fatisfy  the  Excife  officer,  he  obferved,  that 
fuch  declarations  made  previous  to  the  paffing  of  a  revenue 
bill  into  a  la^,  were  little  to  be  relied  on  ;  and  in  fupport 
of  this  argument,  the  Alderman  mentioned  wbat  had  pafled 
»n  that  Houfe,  when  the  wines  were  put  under  the  excife 
l>^s.  At  that  time,  a  right  honourable  and  learned  gentle- 
™w  (then  Attorney  General)  had  fa  id  nearly  the  fame  thing, 
ind  that  the  bare  aflertion  of  any  gentleman  to  an  Excife 
officer,  that  he  wanted  to  move  a  part  of  his  ftock  of  wines, 
||fouWbcfafficient.  Had  gentlemen  found  the  fa£l  turn  out 
fo?  Direflly  the  reverfe.  They  had  been  obliged  to  go  to 
the  Excife  office  whenever  they  wanted  to  move  their  wines, 
to  fwear  an  oath  before  the  Commiffioners,  and  to  pafs  through 
ill  the  forms  of  office,  the  fame  as  if  they  were  dealers* 

Mr.  Dmyier  faid,  that  the  article  of  tobacco  was  certainly      Mr. 
3  peculiarly  fit  fubjeft  of  revenue,  and  Government  would  Dcmpftcr. 
"ot  do  their  duty,  if  they  did  not  endeavot^r  to  obtain  more 
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from  it  than  it  was  clear  had  been  hitherto  received  for  the 
Public.     On  this  general  ground  he  approved  of  the  bill, 
though  certainly  it   required  alteration.     It  was  clear,  from 
the  evidence,  that  the  idea  of  taking  ftock  was  perfeflly  nu- 
gatory, and  there  were  parts  of  the  bill  inapplicable  to  its 
objefl.     Trufting,  however,  that  it  would  undergo  mate- 
rial alterations  in  the  Committee,  he  thought  it  better  to  wait 
till  the  report,  before  he  offered  his  fentiments  on  tlie  fub- 
je6l. 
Mr.  H.        Mr.  Henry  Tkernton  conceived  that  the  bill   fhould  have 
Thornton  been  fuffered  to  proceed  through  the  Committee,  in  order 
to  have  feen  what  could  have  been  made  of  it ;  but  as  his 
mind  was  fufHciently  made  up  upon  the  fubjed,  and  his  ob- 
jeftions  were  too  ftrong  to  be  done  away,  he  could  not  do 
lefs  than  walk  out  with  thofc  who  Ihould  vote  for  the  Chair- 
man's leaving  the  cliair. 
Mr.  AW.       Mr.  Alderman  Watfon  went  into  a  feries  of  arguments  to 
Watfon.    prove  the  bill  inapplicable  in  its  claufes,  and  that  fuch  means 
,  of  rendering  the  revenue  laws  efficacious,  were  injudicious 

and  delufive.  He  ftated  that  the  manufa£lure  of  tobacco 
Originated  in  France;  that  fuch  was  the  celebrity  and  repu- 
tation of  feveral  of  the  tobacco  manufafturers  of  Flanders, 
and  different  parts  of  the  Continent,  that  our  manufadurers 
had  been,  for  a  long  time,  obliged  to  counterfeit  the  marks 
and  ftamp^  of  the  Dunkirk  manufafturers,  to  give  our  ma- 
nufadlure  currency  in  the  foreign  markets.  He  animadverted 
on  the  difficulty  of  taking  ftock  in  confequence  of  the  dif- 
ferent flate  of  the  manufadlure  from  time  to  time,  and  after 
declaring  that  he  could  fpeak  confidently  on  the  fubjedl,  not 
having  any  reafon  to  believe  his  ear  had  been  poifoned  by 
thofe  from  whom  he  drew  his  informa.tion,  he  faid  that  he 
fhould  vote  for  his  worthy  colleague's  motion, 
Sir  Wat-  Sir  ^fl/^/«  Lm;«  obferved,  that  he  did  not  know  what 
luBLewci  right  any  gentleman  had  to  queftion  his  motives  :  it  was  un- 
parliamentarVj  and  as  he  did  not  attribute  any  improper  mo- 
tive to  any  other  gentleman,  he  had  a  right  to  exped  that 
they  would  give  him  crecTit  for  the  purity  of  his  own,  and 
he  thought  the  reafons  he  had  affigned  juftified  his  conduct. 
He  owed  no  apology  for  his  conduft,  whilft  he  was  convinced 
of  the  propriety  of  it,  and  he  fhould  think  himfelf  unworthy 
of  his  fituation  as  a  reprefentative  for  the  city  of  London, 
when  called  upon  by  his  condituents,  to  make  an  apology 
for  his  condudl.  The  motion  Oood  upon  its  own  merits; 
the  Committee  would  difpofe  of  it  as  they  thought  proper* 
The  Committee  divided  on  the  queflion, 

Ayes,  1 1 ;    Noes,  53. 
The  Chairman  was  then  direfted  to  afk  leave  to  fit  again, 
and  the  Houfe  rofe  as  foon  as  it  was  refumed* 

fVidnefdah 
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JVeJnefdayy  iih  July. 

Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  having  moved,  "  That  t!ie  Houfe  re-  Mr.  Pitt, 
"  folve  itfelf  into  a  Committee  to  confider  of  licences  to  be 
<*  taken  out  by  manufaflurers  of  tobacco  and  fnufE,'*  renfark- 
ed,  that  it  was  deemed  advifeable  to  fubiedl  the  tobacco  and 
fnuflF  tnanufa6lurers  to  a  licence;  that  he  meant  that  they 
fhould  all  take  out  a  licence  for  forty  flillings,  payable  in 
November  1790;  and  that  an  increafe  of  that  licence  fhould 
be  paid  then,  proportioned  to  the  increafe  of  the  number  of 
pounds  manufaflured.  The  firft  forty  fliillings  to  be  paid  by 
all  who  manufa£iured  lefs  than  twenty  thoufand  pounds,  and 
twenty  (hillings  for  every  additional  ten  thoufand  pounds,  fo 
that  thofe  who  manufaSured  more  than  twenty  thoufand 
pounds,  and  lefs  than  thirty  thoufand,  ihould  p;iy  three 
pounds;  thofe  that  manufactured  more  than  thirty  thoufand 
and  lefs  than  forty,  four  pounds,  and  foon  in  proportion. 

The  Houfe  refolved  ilfelf  into  a  Committee  accordingly, 
and  feveral  refolutions  were  moved  and  carried. 

The  order  of  the  day  for  going  into  a  Committee  on  the 
Tobacco  Regulation  Bill,  having  been  read, 

Mr.  Alderman  Newnham^  adverting  to  the  alterations  in-  Mr.  Aid. 
tended  to  be  made  in  the  bill,  defired  the  right  honourable  Newnham 
gentleman  (Mr.  Pitt)  to  inform  him,  whether  it  was  to  be 
underllood  that  the  bill  Jhould  be  re-committed,  as  it  was 
not  meant  to  debate  it  claufe  by  claufe  in  the  Convmiteee  ? 

Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  anfwered,  that  although  the  honour-  Mr*  Pitc 
able  Magiftrate  could  not  fuppofe  that  it  was  either  in  his 
province  or  his  power  toafcertaia  that  which  muft  ultimate- 
ly be  at  the  difpofal  of  the  Houfe,  he  was  defirous  of  afford- 
ing him  every  poffible  explanation.  In  conformity  to  this 
fentiment,  he  was  willing  to  give  up  that  part  of  the  bill 
which  fubjefled  the  fnufF  manufadlurers  to  having  their 
ftock  taken  during  the  procefs  of  manufacture  ;  by  this  al- 
teration the  roanufadlurers  would  be  refcued  from  what  they 
appeared  to  dread,  the  danger  of  having  the  fee  ret  of  the 
manner  of  preparing  their  fnuff  pried  into  ;  and  he  thought 
by  the  comparifon  of  what  was  the  amount  of  their  ftock, 
previous  to  their  manu failure,  with  the  quantity  of  manu- 
fadured  goods,  after  the  manufacture  was  finiflied,  theftock 
might  be  tolerably  well  afccrtained.  The  objedl ions  relative 
to  the  ftoring  of  tobacco,  appeared  to  him  to  be  exceedingly 
exaggerated  ;  but  the  whole  of  that  point  might  be  difcufled 
in  the  Committee,  or  upon  the  report. 

The  Speaker,  upon  motion,  left  the  chair,  and  Mr.  Ho- 
bart  took  bis  feat  at  the  table. 

Mr.  Alderman  N^wnham  preffed  urgently  that  the  Chan-  Mr.  Aid. 
crflor  of  the  Exchequer  would  either  confent  to  agree  to  re-  Newnhaa 

commit 
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commit  the  bill,  in  cafe  the  tobacco  merchants  and  manu- 
fafturers*  Committee,  with  whom  Mr.  Pitt  had  confented  to 
have  a  meeting  in  the  morning,  (faould  npt  concur  in  opinion^ 
or  that  he  would  confent  to  adjourn,  and  not  go  into  the 
Committee,  till  after  the  fneeting,  contending  that  it  would, 
on  the  whole,  fave  time,  if  he  agreed  to  eiihej:  of  tbefe  pro- 
pofitions,  as  they  muft  otjierwife  debate  the  bill  in  the  Com« 
mittee  claufe  by  claufe* 

Mr.  Pitt.  Mr.  Chancellor  P/// anfwered,  that  he  could  not  confent 
.  to  make  an  unparliamentary  bargain  with  any  fet  of  men, 
not  Members  of  that  Houfe.  Upon  the  Report,  as  he  con- 
ceived moft  of  the  objeAions  to  the  bill  would  be  done  away 
by  the  alterations  that  he  had  fuggefted  it  tQ  be  his  intention 
to  make,  the  few  objediions  which  might  remain  could  eafily 
be  ftated  while  the  Speaker  was  in  the  chair,  and  if  ^t  (hould 
appear  tc|  any  gentleman,  interefted  for  the  trade,  that  the 
bill  ought  to  be  re-committed,  it  would  be  at  the  option  of 
fuch  Member  to  move  its  re-co'mmitraent,  when  the  Houfe 
would,  no  doubt,  govern  itfelf  by  a  due  confideration  of  the 
degree^  of  neceffity  of  recommitment,  and  adl  accordingly. 
Mr.  Mr.  i/w^j^conceived^that,  as  the  alterations  ftated  by  the 

Hufley.  right  honourable  gentleman,  though  fatisfaftory,  were  ex- 
ceedingly material,  the  bill,  in  its  amended  ftate,  ought  to 
be  re-printed,  when  it  came  out  of  the  Committee. 

Mr.  Pitt.  Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  contended,  that  the  re-printing  would 
create  a  very  ferious  delay,  and  that  it  was  altogether  unne- 
cefTary,  fmce  the  alterations  would  be  communicated  to  the 
trade,  and,  if  any  gentleman  wifhed  it,  he  might  hav.e  them 
in  writing,  when  they  came  under  difcufiion. 
'  Mr.  Mr.  IVigUy  obferved,  that  he  was  inftrudled  by  his  confii- 

Wiglcy.  tuents  to  oppofe  the  bill,  and  principally  thofeclaufes  which 
the  right  honourable  gentleman  had  given  notice  of  his  in- 
tention to  alter;  but  fuch  intimation  having  been  given,  he 
thought  it  moft  advifeable  to  go  into  the  Committee,  and 
w^ait  for  the  report,  before  he  faidany  thing  againft  the  bill, 
in  order  that  he  might  fee  how  far  it  was  modified,  and  cured 
of  ohjeftion. 

Mr.  Pitt.  Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  repeated  his  argument  that  the  con- 
duft  of  the  Houfe  muft  neceflarily  be  left  to  its  own  difpofal ; 
that  DO  individual  Member  could  prefume  to  make  its  con- 
d66l  a  condition  either  with  any  other  Member  or  fet  of 
Members,  much  lefs  with  perfons  without  doors;  but  that 
no  doubt  the  Houfe  would  be  inclined  to  fliew  every  proper 
degree  of  attention  to  the  interefts  of  the  tobacco  manufac- 
turers, and  if  any  gentlemen,  Members  of  that  Houfe,  upon 
the  bringing  up  the  Report,  fhewed  good  grounds  for  a  re- 
commitment, and  made  a  motion  accordingly,  the  Houfe 

would,  no  doubt,  be  difpofed  to  adopt  the  propofition. 

This 
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This  declaration  was  acceded  to* 

Mr.  Dtm^.r  fpoke  of  three  particulars  which  flruclc  him       Mr. 
as  objedionable  in  the  bilL     0;ie  relative   to  drawbacks,  Dempfter. 
another  relative  to  tfaeere£lions  of  fnuff-mills  on  ftreams^  and* 
the  third  on  a  different  part  of  the  bill* 

He  was  anfwered  by 

The  Marquis  of  Graham^  who^dated  that  two  of  the  ob-  Mtrq.  of  ' 
jeftions  were  irrelevant,  and  the  third  was  meant  to,  be  pro-  Graham, 
vided  for  in  the  Committee. 

The  Committee  at  length  went  through  the  hill;  and  the 
Houfe  being  refumedj  adjourned. 

Friday^   iQth  July. 

Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  obferved,  that  probably,  upon  the  Mr.  Pitt, 
enfuing  Monday,  he  fliould  beg  leave  to  trouble  the  Houfe 
with  a  motion  relative  to  the  exportation  of  corn.  He  had 
ju(l  received  information,  that  ai  a  port  on  the  coaft  of  SuiTex, 
(New  Shoreham)  the  price  of  corn  had  fallen  fuddenly  from 
48s.  down  to  44s.  fo  that  they  could  expoit  it  with  the  boun- 
ty ;  that,  in  confequence,  eight  thoufand  facks  of  flour  had 
been  iliipped  for  Havre  de  Grace,  with  the  bounty.  He  had 
been  made  acquainted  with  the  circuinftaiKre  by  a  Cuilom- 
houfe  officer  on  the  fpot,  who  very  properly  fent  the  intelli- 
gence to  him  as  foon  as  poffible,  and  he  had  received  it  but  a 
very  iHorttime  before  he  came  down  to  the  Houfe.  The 
officer  had  informed  him,  that  the  entry  had  been  made  in  the 
name  of  a  cornfadlor  of  the  city  of  London,  and  as  it  appear- 
ed that  corn  ftill  kept  up  to  tliehigh  price  of  48s.  in  every 
dther  place  in  the  neighbourhood,  and  as  the  quantity  fold  at 
44s.  in  order  to  juilify  the  exportation,  was  exceedingly 
fmall«  there  was  every  reafon  to  think  the  fale  ii£litious,  and 
the  whole  tranfa<nion  fraudulent.  It  might  be  neceffaryy 
therefore,  to  pafs  n  (hort  bill  upon  the  occfafion ;  but  he  had 
thought  it  advifeable  to  wait  till  Monday  toconfider  of  what 
was  proper  to 'be  done,  and  he  embraced  the  earlieft  oppor- 
tunity, in  the  mean  time,  to  acquaint  the  Houfe  of  the  cir- 
cumdance,  an4  tp  inform  them,  that  he  had  taken  upon  him- 
felf  to  write  to  the  officer  to  ftop  the  intended  exportation. 

Sir  Grey  Cooper  cowfi^extA  it  as  highly  proper  and  neceffary  Sir  Grey 
to  prevent  the  exportation,  not  only    from   Shoreham,  but    Cooper, 
from  every  other  j>orr,  till  a  bill  could  be  pafled.     If  there 
>vas  any  irregularity  in  doing  it.  Parliament  would  very  iea« 
dily  agree  to  a  claul'e  of  indemnification. 

Mr,  Sheridan  now  rofe,  and  introduced  the  points  which      Mr; 
led  to  his  intended  mention  for  a  Committee  of  Finance,  with  Sheridan, 
the  remark,  that  confidering  the  importance  of  the  bufmefs 
on  the  difcuffion  of  which  he  was  about   to  enter,  he  felt 
that  he  ought  to  have  iubmitted  it  to  the  Houfe  at  an  earUer 
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period  of  the  feilion,  when  »  fuMer  attendance  of  Members 
might  be  expei!:'ed,  and  thofe  who  did  attend,  might  have 
been  more  difpofed  to  befk^w  on  it  that  degree  of  auentioti 
which  an  inquiry  of  fo  much  importance  to  themfeives,  their 
conflituentS)  and  the  nation  at  large,  demanded.     That  he 
had  not  done  fo,  was  owing  to  a  right  honourable  gentleman, 
(Mr.  ChaneelloF  Pitt)  who,  aceoiding  to  his  ufual  cu/lom, 
had  deferred  opening  the  budget,  till  a  period  of  the  feiTioit 
which  he  thought  likely  to  render  any  fubfequen^exami nation 
of  his  owfY  ftatement  of  the  finances  impra£licaUe.     After 
this  and  the  other  neceflfary  previous  fteps  of  moving  for  pa- 
pers and  accounts  had.- been  taken,  yeftarday  was  fixed  on  as 
i^e  day  ;  and  he  had  come  down  with  his  head  full  of  figures 
ai^few  minutes  after  four,  l^ut,  unfortunately,  the  Speaker 
bad  entered  into  a  previous  calculution,  and  finding  a  dejkit 
of  Members,  a  deficit  which  he  could  not  help  thinking  omi- 
nous of  a  deficit   in    the  finances^  he  executed  his  duty>,  and 
adjourned  the  Houfe*     The  furpl us  of  Members,  now  that 
\\^.  was  fpeaking,  was  not  great;   he  wa«  alGraid  the  furplus 
df  the  r«v«nuo  would  be  lefs.     By  the  delay  of  a.  few  day^, 
which  he  had  agreed  to,  that  the  Chancellor-  of  the  Exche- 
quer might  not  be  deprived  of  the  afliilance  of  his  right  ho- 
nourable friend  (Mr.  Grenville)  who  had  been  Chairman  of 
the  Committee  of  Accounts  in   17H6,  feme  advantage  has! 
been  obtained,  in  as  much  as  it  had  given  time  to  move  for 
additional-papers  tocorred  the  errors  of  thofe  for  which  he  had 
formerly  moved*     H'e  could  not>  however,  fee   the  reafon 
why  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  fliould  have  lieen  fo 
anxious  for  the  uffiftance  of<his  right  honourable  friend,  fince 
any  other  Member  of  the  Committee  might  have  been  able 
to  explain  anddefend  the  Report;  and  (ince  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  himfelf,  who  had  adopted  the^rinci:les 
and  the  calculations  of  the  Report,  might  have  lleen  fuppofeJ 
to  be  fully  maAer  of  what  he  had-  thus  made  his  own,  and 
capable  of  refuting^any  objeAions  that  could 'be  urged  againft 
it.     Had  the  budget  lieen- opened,  asjt  certsHnly  might  have 
been,-  before  the  prefent  Speaker  was  voted  into  the  chair, 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  mufl  have  been  deprived  uf 
the  afliOanceof  his  right  honourable  friend,  who  muft  h^ive 
rem«nined  mute  and  immoveable  in  the  chair,  like  a  magician 
tied  by  his  own  fi>ell,  without  the  power  of  fuccouring  his 
friend,  whatever  might  have  been  his  diArefs,  or  however 
loudly  he  bad  invoked  his  aid.     That  right  honourable  gen- 
ilcman  was   now  advanced  from  the  dignity  of  Speaker,   to 
fpeak  in  the  language  of  a  nohle  Marquis  near  l.im,  to  the 
higher  dignity  of  Secretary  of  State ;  and  not  only  to  that, 
Injt  alfo  to  the  port  of  Deputy  Chancellor  of  theExcheciucn 
Ills  right  hcuourable  fiicncl^  taking  example  from  the  Um- 
4  '  vc-ifity. 
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vcrfity  which  lie  reprefenterl>  conceived  that  there  ought  to 
he  a  Chancellor  of  the  hxchequer,  to  enjoy  all  the  honour 
and  the  patronage  of  the  office  ;  and  a  V  ice  Chancellor,  to 
take  upon  him  the  labour  and  the  druxlgery  of  inveftigating 
accounts.  Much  as  he  refpefltfd  the  abilities  of  the  right 
honourable  gentleman  who  had  been  fo  earned  I  y  called  ro 
ofBce,  he  was  not  afraid  to  encouQter  them  on  the  prefent  oc- 
cafion*  Standing  as  he  did  on  figures  and  fair  indifputahle 
calculation,  hedieaded  not  the  oppofirion  of  the  firit  abilities^ 
whether  feparate  or  conjoined. 

Upon  this  occaHon,  he  fliould  afTume  as  a  leading  princi)>Ie, 
what  he  fappofed  would  not  be  denied,  that  the  itate  oT  the 
finances  ought  to  be  fully  exaniined  and  fairly  made  known 
to  the  country;  that,  in  orJer  to  confirm  in  the  minds  of 
the  people  that  confidence  in  the  I  egiflature,   which  alone 
could  make  them  chearfully  fubmit  to  the  burdens  impofed 
upon  them,  they  ought  to  be  made  acquainted  with  the  full 
extent  of  the  public  debt,  revenue,   and  expenditure;  and, 
inllead  of  heing  impofed  by   flattering  profpedls  arui  tempo- 
riz'mg  pr<Me£ts,  have  their  true  fituaiion  at  once  laid  before 
them.     If  it  ihouid  be  maintained  that  there  ought  to  b'e  de* 
lufion,  that  the  people,  to  be  induced  to  bear,  mufl  never  be 
permftted  to  judge,  what  he  had  to  ofF^r  wou  d  be  imperti- 
nent; but  if  it  was  once  admitted  t}>^  there  ought  to  be  a  - 
public  I'nveftjgation  of  the  public  revenne^  there  could  be  nr% 
difficulty   in   repeiting  that  fort  of  inijuiry  that  had  been 
made  before,    examining  how   far   fornoer  catc-ulations  had 
been  verified  by  experience,  and  male ing,  ifnecefljry,  a  new 
ft^tement  of  the  public  refources  an'J  the  public  expenditure. 
He  did  not  propofe  to  do  this,  becaufe  he  thought  that  the 
refult  of  the  inquiry  would  afford   caufe  tor  defpondence. 
The  refources  of  the  country,  he  was  perfuaded,  were  more 
than  equal  to  its  burdens.     The  only  danger  was  in  fliunningj 
inquiry,  in  endeavouring  to  glofs  ovfer  the  one,  and  negledl- 
ing  to  draw  forth  the  or  her.     He  did  not  mean  to  afcribe  the 
leaft  blame  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequ'  r,  for  endea- 
vouring to  begin  the  liquidation  of  the  public  debt   in  1786; 
what  he  blamed  was,  that  when  he  came  to  wind  up  the  ex- 
pencesofthe  war,  he  had  not  fortitude  and  candor  to  ftate 
tlie  account  fairly.     At  the  end  of  a  war,  which,  though 
expenfive  and  partly  unfuccefsful,  had  lieen  glorious — which 
had  difplayed  the  power  and  the  refources  of.  the   nation— 
which  had  exhibited    it   contending  againft  the  united  force 
of  France,  Spain,  and  Holland,  repelling  their  attacks,  and 
fcattering  their   fleets,    the  people  had  intr'^pidity   and  pa- 
triotifm  enough  to  have  looked  their  true  fituation   in   the 
face,  and  to  have  fubmitted  to  taxes  necefl!hrv  ro  maintain  a 
peace  ellabliflimei%t,  pay  the  interefl  of  their  debts,  and  pro- 
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vide  a  furplus  for  their  gradual  liquidation.     But  when  thev 
•  found,  after  being  told  that  they  had  fuch  a  furplus,  and  aN 
tcr  four  years  of  profound  peace,  that  inftead   of  reducing 
their  expence^,  they  muft  bear  new  taxes  to  pay  the  inrereJt 
of  frelh  loans,  they  muft  lofe  all  confidence  in  the  rigTiC  ho- 
nourable gentleman,  in  whom  thefr  confidence  had  been  fo 
gratuitous  and  unbounded;  they  roufl  lofe  all  confidence  in 
the  Government,  all  confidence  in  their  own  reprefentatjyes, 
and  look  on  themfelves  as  meant  only  to  be  deceived  and  op* 
prefled.    Granting  that  a  change  of  Adminiflration  had  taken 
place  on  an  occafion  when>  tliey  all  recollected, « it  was  ge- 
nerally expefled,  what  would  have  been  the  effect  of  this 
deception  ?  1  he  people  had  been  told  that  they  had  an  annual 
million  furplus;    they  were  inceflantly   told,  he  would  not 
fay  from  authority,  by  all  the  Minifterial  prints,  that  they 
might   look  for  another  million  furplus ;  and  the  delufion 
was  flill  farther  increafed  by  the  Minifter  himfelf,  who  had 
repeatedly  faid  that  an  extraordinary  and  unforefeen  expcnce 
of  6oo,oool.  would  be  defrayed  without  any  extraordinary 
fupply.    This  fum,  in  four  years,  was  only  150,0001.  a  year, 
and  to  compare  the  revenue  of  a  nation  wkh  that  of  an  indi- 
vidual, if  a  perfon,  with  an  eftateof  i6,oool.  a  year,.{houl4 
not  be  able  to  bear  an  unforefeen  expence  of  150I   a  year, 
without  borrowing,  his  expences  muft  be  very  ill  accommo- 
dated to  his  income,  or  he  muft  be  a  very  bad  economift. 
Such,  however,  was  the  cafe:  when  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  ftated  this  fum  as  part  of  the  expences  of  the 
year,  he  had  never  faid  that  an  extraordinary  fupply  would 
be  wanted  on  account  of  it.     On  the  contrary,  he  had  re- 
marked, thatlie  was  hnppy  to  find  that  no  extraordinary  fup- 
ply would  be  neccflary  ;  which  meant,  if  it  meant  any  thing* 
that  the  revenue  was  fufEcient  to  provide  for  this  turn  and 
the  furplus  million  alfo,     Suppofe  then  a  change  of  Mini- 
ftVy  to  have  taken  place,  the  Duke  of  Portland  to  have  been 
appointed   Firft  Lord  of  the  Treafury,  and  Lord  JohA  Ca» 
vendifti  to  have  teftified  his  zeal  for  the  public  ferviceby  un- 
dertaking the  office  of  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and  to 
have  come  to  Parliament  to  propofe  a  loan  for  this  extraor- 
dinary expenc?,  and  ta^es  to  pay  the  intereft,  as  his  firft  of- 
ficial adt,  what  would  have  been  the  confequencc  ?  Nothing 
would  have  been  heard  bur  clamour.     **  Mr.  Pitt,*  it  would 
have  been  echoed  from  one  end  of  the  kingdom  to  the  other, 
**  kept  up  public  credit,  and  provided  a  furplus;  thefe  men 
**  borrow  money,  lay  taxes,  and  fqunnder  the  revenue  by 
"  anlicipation."     Had  they  done  what  it  would  have  been 
their  duty  to  do;  had  they  ftated  once  for  all  the  true  fitu- 
ation  of  the  finances,  borrowed  whatfoever  fums  it  might 
have  appeared  neceiTary  to  borrow,  and  impofed  taxes  to  pay 
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the  intereft,  the  clamour  againft  them  woiild  have  been  much 
greater.  H^d  they  done,  on  the  oth^r  hand,  what  fome 
people  wvuld  have  thought  more  for  their  ov^n  convenience; 
had  they  temporized  with  the  ftate  of  the  finances,  had  they 
eked  them  out  hy  tricks,  bolftered  them  up  by  expedients^ 
and  thereby  continued  the  delufion,  the  deception  muft  have 
gone  on  till  it  was  too  grofs  to  be  concealed;  the  bubble 
muft  have  burft  at  laft,  and  all  confidence  in  Parliament 
would  have  been  loft. 

After  this  exordium,  which,  Mr.  Sheridan. contended,  was 
not  extraneous  matter,  he  ftated  the  four  proportions  that 
he  meauit  to  eftabli/h ;  propofitions,  in  fa£l,  founded  upon 
the  Report  of  the  Sele^  Coromittee  *•  They  were  in  fub- 
ftance  jis  follow  I 

That  the  Report  of  the  Comnr*  tee,  appointed  in  1786,  t© 
examine  and  ftate  the  feveral  accounts  rclatiqg^to  the  public 
income  and  expendi\uie,  and  to  report  th/e  piobable  amount 
of  the  income  and  expenditure  in  fuiute^  doeft  not  appear  to 
hafr  been  founded  m  fa£t,  nor  verified  by  experiment. 

That,  for  the  three  laft  years,  the  expenditure  has  ex- 
ceeded the  income  two  milliotis,  and  may  be  expelled  to  do 
fofor  three  years  to  come» 

That  no  progrefs  has  hitherto  been  made  in  the  redudjon 
of  the  public  debt. 

That  there  is  no  ground  for  rational  expe£lation,  that  any 
progrefs  can  be  made  without  a'confiderable  increafe  of  tlie 
annual,  income,  or  redu6tion  of  t lie  expences. 

The  hrft  circumftance  to  be  confidered  was— Did  the  re« 
port  of  the  Committee,  and  ihe  Chanctllor  of  the  Exclie- 
quer,  who  adopted  all  the  calculations  and  all  the  reafon* 
ing  of  that  Report,  hold  out  theexpedlation,  that  after  1786  ^ 

there  would  be  noneceflity  for  a  loan  ?  An  honourable  gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Steele)  had  aflerted,  011  his  recoUt-flion,  that 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  did  not  thus  calculate  and 
reafon;  but  that  he  ftated  the  probability  of  a  loan  of  one  or 
two  millions.  Mr.  Sheridan  contended,  that  the  right  ho- 
nourable gentleman  had  aflerted  that  he  would,  by  tai^es,  and 
regulations  of  taxes,  make  the  revenue  e<jual  to  the  expen- 
diture, including  the  million  furplus  for  the  reduction  of  the 
public  debt.  He  would  not,  however,  argue  from  memory, 
but  refer  to  the  internal  evidence  of  the  Report  The  Re- 
port ftated  v/hat  might  be  expelled  to  be  the  amount  of  the 
annual  income  and  expenditure,  alio  what  might  be  expected 
to  be  the  amount  of  the  extraordinnries ;  not,  indeed,  of  the 
army,  the  navy,  or  the  ordnance,   (thufe  were  beneath  the 

m 

^  For  all  the  particulars  of  this  Report,  we  beg  leave  to  refer  our 
Uadcri  totbepublicstioD,  t^y  Dcbrctt,  in  Piccadilly. 

notice 
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liotTce  of  the  Committee)  but  of  the  mifcellaneous  fervice«. 
They  had  erred,  however,  in  their  calculation,  as  appe;ired 
by  the  event,  to  the  amount  of  6oo,oooL     The  Report  nexc 
fiated  the  extraordinary  means,  and  on  a  comparifon  of  the 
one  with  the  other,  concluded  with  this  obfervation  :  "  Up- 
on the  whole,  your  Committee  conceive  that  the  means  of 
defraying  the  expences,  exclufive  of  the  average  income 
*<  above  ftated,  may  be  expeSed  to  be  fufiicient  for  the  pur- 
"  pole."     In  confidering  the  extraordinary  means,  the  Com- 
mittee had,  moreover,  adverted  to  a  loan,  although  they  had 
computed  the  extraordinary  fervices,  till  the  year  1790,  at 
three   millions,    which,    he   contended,   would   amount  to 
twelve ;  and  having  adverted  to  it,  had  ftated  their  reafons 
for  thinking  it  would  not  be  neceflary.     It  was,  therefore, 
obvious,  t]iat*after  having  had  it  in  their  contemplation,  they 
had  laid  aflde  the  idea  o£a;'loan,  when  they  ilated  the  extraor- 
dinary receipt  as  equal  :lp.  the. extraordinary  expenditure.  Of 
thefe  fancied  refources^tfae  Crowo  lands  and  unclaimed  divi- 
dends had  produced  nothings     He  did  not  mean  to  argue  that 
they  ought  to  have  been  produflive,  but  only  to  blame  the 
fallacy  of  holding  forth  vifionary  ideas  of  revenue,  and  cal- 
culating on  them  as  real.     The  concluding  paragraph  of  the 
Report  went  ilill  farther;  it  dated,   ihat  the  then  fubfifting 
taxes,  if  the  due  collection  could  be  enforced  by  means  ade- 
quate to  the  purpofe,  would  pi'obably  afford  an  ample  pro« 
vifion  for  any  deficienciea  which  might  at  any  time  be  found, 
either  in  the  extraordinary  refources,  or   in  the  particulars 
which  compofe  the  general  income  of  the  Public,  and  would 
infure  a  permanent  annual  furplus  applicable  to  the  reduc* 
tion  of  the  national  debt,     T+iere  was  not  only  provifion 
for  all  extraordinary  expences   and  unforefeen  deficienc  es, 
but  an  exuberance  of  revenue ;  ^ifcer  flating  whicH,  it  was 
impofiible  that  the  Committee  could  have  held  forth  the  idea 
of -a  loan,  or  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  when 
he  adopted  the  Report  throughout,  could  have  faid  th.u  a  loan 
to  any  amount  was  probable*     A  loan,  however,  had  actually 
taken  place,  and  fo  far  the  calculation  of  the  Committee  ha4 
failed. 

The  Committee  had  efiimated  the  annurJ  income,  exclu- 
five of  the  land  and  malt  tax,  at  12,794,4711.  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  had  Aated  it,  for  i he  lad  year,  and 
as  wh^tit  was  likely  to  amount  ro  in  future,  at  13. 007,6421. 
and  had  afked  him,  with  an  air  of  triumph,  if  he  did  not  ad- 
mit that  theeftimate  of  the  Conmittee  had  been  not  only 
verified,  but  exceeded  ?  Had  this  been  tl  e  fa6k  ?  The  pro- 
duce of  the  firft  year,  after  tluir  calc  lation,  had  fallen 
qoc^.oool.  ihort  cf  it.  Me  was  awa  e  he  fhould  be  told  that 
this  had  been  an  extraordinnrv  vf  a  •  and  that  the  cuft  ms 
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had  fallen  fhort  on  account  of  the  commercial  treaty  bein^ 
then  in  agitation.     This  was  a  fair  argument  with  regard  to 
that  year;  but,   if  it  was  improper  for  him  to  argue  from  a 
year  particularly  unfavourable,  fo  was  it  for  the  Chancellor 
of  the  txchequer  to  calculate  on  any  one  year  particularly 
£avourable.     'f'he  Committee  had  turne4  their  backs  on  an 
average  of  feveral  years,  which  was  the  only  true  ground  of 
eAimate,  and   the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  refted  his 
eAimate  on  the  produce  of  the  laft  year.     Keje^^ingan  ave- 
rage, was  the  blunder  of  the  Committee,  and  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Excliequer  now  copied   their  example.     They  calcu- 
lated on  one  year,  he  calculated  on  another;    and  both  of  ' 
then)  were  favoucableb     If  they  meant  to  take  an  average  of 
two  years  only,  the  year^ preceding  and  the  year  following 
the  commercial   treaty,  were  the  proper  years;^  becaufe  as 
much- as  the  cuftoms  were  injured  by  the  expedation  of  ic 
the  one  year,  fo  much  would  they  naturally  be  increafed  the 
year  after  it  took  place;  as  every  man  who  delayed  completing 
his  ftock  of  brandy  or  French  wine,  in  the  hope  of  importing 
at  a  rec^oced  duty,  would,  import  fo  much  the  more  as  foon 
as  the  duty  took  place.     The  commercial  treaty,  however, 
bad  now  its  full  operation  on  every  branch  of  the  revenue ; 
and  if  the  average  of  thelaft  three  years  were  taken,  it  would 
appear  that  the  produce  was  about  30,0001.  lefs  than  it  had 
Wn  calculated  by  the  Cotpmittee.     The  neat  produce  of 
cuftoms,  excife,  ftamps,  and  incidents/  from  5th  January^ 
1786,  to  «^th  January,  17B7,  was  12,389,555!.;  from  1787 
101788,  12,923,134!.;  from'  1788  to  1789,  13,007,642!.; 
the  average  of  which  was  12,773,443!. ;  deficient,  as  he  had 
ilated,  about  30,000!.  ;*  and  the  fame  would  be  the  cafe,  whe- 
ther reckoned   from  January  to  January,  %  from  April  to 
April.    7  his  deficiency  was  not  great,  but  it  was  not  the 
whole  deficiency.    1  he  Committee  calculated  on  the  then 
fuhfifting  taxes,  and  fmce  that  time,   fome  open  and  much 
greater  clandeftine  additions  had  been  made  to  them.     By 
\he  amount  of  all  thefe  additions,  added  to  30,000!.  did  the 
revenue  fall  fhort  of  the  calculation.     The  Chancellor  of  tho^ 
Exchequer  had  openly  laid  taxes  to  the  amount  of  I'cOjOOOl. 
in  order  to  itiake  up  the  furplus  million  ;  and  lie  had  had  re- 
courfcto  other  taxes  which  he  did  not  avow,  hut  which,  un- 
^^r  ihe  fpecious  name  of  regulations,  were  as  much  levied  on 
t^ie  fuhjedl  as  if  the  lame  fums  had  been  raifed  by  new  taxes 
ijnder  anew  name.     He  did  not  difapprove  of  increaCng  the 
revenue ;  hut  he  difapprovcd  of  laving  taxes  any  way  but 
openly.     The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  might  have  rea- 
fon$  for  aiSling  otlierwil'e.      He   knew  that  his  word  wa» 
\A«dged  that  no  more  taxes  would  be  neceflary.     His  credit 
^as  at  flake;,  and  what  be  fc?.aed  to  do  cpeiily,.  and  by  m 
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proper  name,  he  chofe  to  do  cUndefiinely  under  a  ipecious 
colour.  Had  he  owned  his  roifiakey  and  conM  fairly  forwardi 
tlie  Houfe  and  the  public  would  have  readily  allowed  that 
calculat  ons  of  revenue  were  liable  to  error,  and  he  would 
have  loil  no  confidence;  but  being  once  in  a  mifiake  he  de- 
termined to  perfiil,  and  while  he  profeiled  to  be  making*  pro- 
l^ifions  againft  fmugglers,  was  himfelf  fmuggling  a  tax  under 
,the  wrapper  of  a  regulation. 

Mr.  Sheridan  now  proceeded  to  reckon  up  the  amount  of 
the  tax  on  wood  imported^  of  the  additional  tax  on  paper, 
4>n  the  Scots  diftillery,  licenfmg  ale-houfes,  and  the  confbrH 
dation  a£k,  which  being  added  to  the  refources  calculated  on 
by  the  Committee,  ought  to  have  produced,  on  an  average, 
300,0001.  above  their  eftimate.     There  was,  therefore,  a  de- 
falcation of  that  fum  on  the  produce  of  the  permanent  taxes. 
He  next  calculated  the  amount  of  the  L-md  and  nrialt  tax, 
•which,  although  regularly  taken  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  at  2,750,000!.,  did  not  produce,  on  an  average 
of  three  years,  more  than  2,430,0001.     1  he  wholeannual 
produce  of  all  the  taxes,  including  the  land  and  malt  tax,  on 
an  average  of  the  laft  three  years,  was  only  15,203,0001., 
lefs  by  about  200  oool.  than  eftimated  by  the  Committe^; 
and  if  to  this  were  added  tlie  300,000!.  arifing  front)  -tsmcSf 
on  which  the  Committee  did  not  calculate,  their  cAiroate 
would  appear  to  be  erroneous  by  about  500,000!;^    And  yet, 
this  was  not  all;  the  refource  fuggefted  by  the  Committee  of 
increafing  the  revenue^  by  fecuriitg  the  colie£lton  of  taxes, 
had  bee"!!  applied  to:  and  had  it  fucceeded?  had  it  done  what 
they  prophefied  it  would  do?  He  held  in  his  hand  ritles  of 
bills  for  regulating  taxes  fufficient  to  make  a  long,  although 
not  a  very  enlercaining,  pamphlet;  fo  that  either  the  calcu- 
jations  of  the  Committee  bad  been  egregioufly  wrong,  or  the 
regulations  had  been  good  for  nothing.    3  lie  right  honour- 
able gentleman  who  had  been  Chairman  of  the  Commttree, 
and  was  now  to  {land  forth  as  the  champion  of  the  Report, 
might  fay  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  "  you  have 
•*  been  new  modelling  this  tax,  and  regulating  the  colleftii^n 
**  of  it;  you  have  been  tampering,  tinkering,  and  extending 
*^  the  Excife  laws;  but  you  have  done  me  no  good ;  vou  have 
"  not  added  a  fhilling  to  my  calculation."     Or  the  Chancel- 
lor of  the  Exchequer  might  fay  to  his  right  bonoural^le  friend; 
**  No;  that  is  not  the  cafe;  my  regulations  were  all  produc- 
**  tivf,  and,  but  for  them,  your  c  «lculations  would  have 
**  been  deficient  more  than  a  million.'* 

Some  fuch  contcfl;  there  mufi  be  between  the  two  rig^f 
honourable  gentlemen ;  how  they  would  fettle  it  he  could 
not  tell.     It  was  the  uniform  pra£^ice  of  the  Chancellor  of 

theExcheq'Ter,  not  theelFedl  of  accident  or  necefHty^  hut  of 
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/yfiem  9Qd  choif;^^  f o  bring  fbnvrard  bis  tax  bills  at  a  iierio4 
of  l)ie  ieffio^  wbeo  be  was  fuie  they  could  not  be  atlendcii  to. 
U  it  arole  from  bopeft  i4leifefs  there  would  be  fome  excufe  ; 
bo(  j^  proceeded  fix>tii  defignj  ao4  the  end  was  obvions.  In 
ftic^aiddte  of  fummer  he  knew  nuny  gentlemen  would  he 
indidniwn  to  attend  their  own  ixihirs  in  the  country,  ;jind  of 
ftiok  whp  retrained  ip  towp  few  would  be  difpofed  to  fit  $nd 
ijiCcufs  wit)i  him  .regulations  of  taxes*  This  revenue  b^rgf 
^1  foUg  in  port  during  tbie  ftormy  winter  months;  but^ 
fRbeo  futntner  had  w^rpie^  ^h?  ^^^  ^^^  fmoothed  the  tide^ 
i^  (hff .  pu^  forth,  lo^dpd  gunnel  ^c^p,  fecure  that  no  rudi^ 
blaft  dr  angry  wave  would  oveffet  and  fink  the  precious  car* 
go.  *  H%  K*^%1^  oivenquiring  why  the  Minifter  was  fo  in* 
^olent.and  dilatory  in  Jbringitig  forward  public  bufinefs,  had 
^p  tp)4  ^Y  a  friepd  of  bis,  that  'Mt  was  no:t  indolence^  h^ 
^  gifly  iif;|i^  tilX  the  geotlenK^h  were  rone  into  the  country.*  ^ 

Then  It  !il^is  tb^^ hf  enjoyed  the  Copland  quiet  ple^fures  of 
th^  T«si|fttry  Pen^hi  and  called  the  two  Sefsretaries,  like  two 
^ivjil  ^lepberds,  to  xbaunt  alternate  ftrains  on  Excile.  Hf 
.ba4  oly^ed  ^  ^w  day>s.ago  to  one  of  his  bills,  on  account  of 
the  difcDrdant  spatter,  cocpa  nuts,  cockets,  and  tub  boati^ 
it  contained;  4nd  he  b^d  been^told  that  hotch-potch  biU& 
.^e  cpitipioe,  ^nd  iaved  xIk  multiplication  of  a€ls  of  Par- 
jiament.  Ilie  pnly  reafon  which  had  originally  given  rife 
to  foqb  biUsy  was  the  j^loufy  of  the  country  Members  of 
^P^^S  ^^  Committee  of  Supply  too  long  open.  -  Rather 
than  do  this  th«y  jiad  fometimes  confented  tofuch  bills  being 
brpught  in,  as  the  lefs  evil  of  the  two.  But  all  the  Nlini- 
ftfr^t  ceventie  bills  we^e  hotch-potch  bills ;  for,  if  ther  weije 
^  b  when  firft  brought  in,  tbey  had  lb  many  things  4tered» 
amended,  and  added,  before  thef  went  thropgh,  that  the  ori- 
ginaiViU  w^s  hardly  to  be  traced.  The  bill,  for  ioftance,  fp 
.Whkh  be  bad  allude^,  when  it  came  into  the  Houfe,  was  ^ 
Very  ggpd  tub-boltopi  bill ;  before  it  pafied  the  Committee  it 
had  a  falfe  keel  clapped  on  it,  and  became  he  knew  not  wh;|t. 
The  right  honourable  gentleman  was  at  as  much  pains  tp 
^kelaws  fo  as  to  efcapp  obfervation,  as  the  fmugglers  were 
to  eli|de  \th/9  ejpcacy  of  bis  laws.  The  confequence  was» 
that  thpy  vveiie  generally  f<>  inadequate  to  their  purpofe,  as  t^ 
4)e  pf  ^  pf^j  or  fo  abfui^  and  impraSicable  that  be  was  obli- 
&i  to  (o^end  thp  opfcratioii  of  them,  and  come  to  Parli^ 
'.i^eiit  d^tipg  the  p^ict  enfuing  feffion  to  revife  and  amend 
^eq»  TI^  fufpenfion  of  ads  of  Parliament  by  ibi?  L^rd^ 
pfAP  Tneafurv,  whjch  b;^  bjcen  treated  fo  UgbtJ^y  ^be^  1^ 
•^^ioqed  it  hpfpfpj  ipr^savery  ferrous  evil;  ifor  '^Wi^r 
dently  of  ^p/^eql  tp  wiHfiiit  tb^  practice,  pncp  faniijo^ 
)^1^if9l^  of  pfpJIcripttfliB,;  mi^  he  carrijBd,  it  yras  9  fpri^jj? 
.«d  IP  .^h  t^  BWplf  to  diftr*^  their  rcprfife«tattv«.  t,9 
X  Vol.  XXVI;  3  C  confidcr 
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confider  the  Legiflature  as  their  tyrants  .aiid  oppreflbrs,  and 
talook  up  for  every  aft  of  grace  or  favour  from  the  Crown. 
If  bills  were  to  be  pafTed  without  proper  examination,  it  was 
better  to  add  a  fweeping  claufe,  "  That  whereas  tbts  bill 
*<  may  prove  to  be  impra£ticable  or  abford,  be  it  enaded 
•*  that  the  Lords  of  the  Treafury  have  power  to  tufpend  the 
•*  oper^ttion  of  the  fame.**  The  refource  to  be  derived  from 
regulating' taxes  had  been  applied  to,  and  without  U  the  Com- 
mittee would  have  been  complearly  put  to  fkame.  With  re- 
gard to  how  far  arts  and  minnh€tvLTt$  had  been  injured^  or 
trade  impeded,  by  the  feverity  of  thefe  regulations^  he  ihoold 
Kot  then  enquire*  , 

Mr.  Sheridan  next  entered  upon  an  invefttgation  of  the 
expenditure :  And  there  (he  faid)  it  might  have  been  exped* 
cd  that  the  mod  valuable  of  all  refources,  the  refource  ariilng 
from  economy,  would  have  been  tried.  Initead  of  that,  in 
proportion  as  the  revenue  did  not  rife  to  its  foppofed  flandard, 
the  Minifter  had  gone  on  with  progreffive  prodigality^  in* 
creafjng  the  expence.  He  proceeded  m  the  fame  way  ne  had 
1^  done  with  the  revenue,  to  take  an  avei age  of  the  expendi- 
ture for  the  three  laft  years,  making  15,930,000!.  a  year. 
or  the  various  artFcles  compofing  this  fum  the  only  one  in 
•  which  a  redufiion  appeared  probable,  was  that  of  mrfcella- 
neous  fervices.  This,  on  the  fame  average,  was  649,000k 
a  year.  '  Did  rt  feem  likely  that  it  would  ever  faN  fo  low  as 
74,oool.,  the  fum  it  was  dated  at  by  the  Committee?  Mr. 
Sheridan  recapitulated  the  various  itemv^.hich  compofed 
this  article,  commenting  on  each,  and  aiking  which  of  them 
was  likely  to  be  lefs  for  fever al  years  to  come?  Would  the 
Chanceitof  of  the  Exchequer  fay,  that,  confidepng  the  num^ 
ber  of  the  Royal  family,  that  fome  of  them  muft  have  feparatt 
*eftablifliments,  and  fome  of  them  might  be  difpofed  of  in 
Carriage,  2oo,oool.  would  be  fuffictent  to  make  good  the  de- 
ficiences  of  tlie  civil  lift  for  the  next  five  years?  Were  the 
claims  of  the  American  loyaUfts  liquidated?  Was  the  ex- 
^nce  of  Botany  Bay  at  an  end  t  Had  the  Duke  of  Richmond 
no  more  powder  mills  to  buy,  or  walls  or  forts  to  build? 
Would  the  faiary  to  the  Secretary  to  the  Commrffipners  for 
deducing  the  national  debt  ceafe?  Was  Carlton  Houfeyet 
iinifhed  1  Thefe,  with  a  few  others  equally  permanent,  were 
.  heads -that  made  the  mifceiraneous  fervices  amount  on  aa 
average  to  the  fum  iiirjVich  he  had  flated;  and  could  it  be 
imagined  that  they  would  ever  bi6f  reduced  to  74,000!.?  It 
was  alfp  to  be  obferved,  that  of  the 'three  years  m  which  hb 
bad  calculated  the  whole  public  expenditure,  the  fecpnd  e»* 
ceeded  the  firH;,  and  the  third  the  fecond;  But,  this  was  rtot 
all ;  the  Navy  bills,  after  every  profeffion  that  they  ihoold 
Jtever  be  faiiered  to  exceed  the  fum  ihted  hy  (be  Committee, 
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as  the  probable  fixed  amount  of  the  floating  Nary  debti 
were  encreafed  6«o,oooL,  and  i,400^oooL  of  them  were  now 
bearing  intereft.  If,  to  the  average  expenditure  before  ftated^ 
wat  added  one-third  of  thfs  encreafe  of  the  Navy  debt,  and 
the  fum  ifiued  to  the  Commiffioners  for  the  reduction  of  the 
public  debt>  the  whole  annual  expenditure  would  amount  to 
1 7, 144^0001.,  exceeding  the  average  incomie  by  more  thati 
itP4DyQOol.  Such  was  our  prefent  fltuation !  The  ezpencc 
ot  the  current  year  was  fomelhing  above  this  eftioute,  and 
the  next  could  not  be  expeded  to  be  much  Jefs..  If,  there- 
fore, we  were  to  ftart  on  a  level,  we  muft  firft  f weep  off  all 
the  mifcellaneous  Cervices  above  74,0001.  a  year,  which 
could  not  be  done  for  lefs  than  two  millions;  fo  that  in  addi- 
tion to  the  two  millions  deficiency  of  the  revenue,  as  before 
dated,  two  millions  more  muft  be  added,  to  brine  the  mif- 
cellaneous  fervtce^  to  the  eftimated  peace  eftaftliihment» 
The  exceedings  of  the  Navy  had  been  ftated  by  the  Commit- 
tee at  from  2,ooOyOOol.  to  a>8oo,oooL  C!omparing  tbia 
with  Sir  Cliarlea  Middleton's  account,  it  would  appear  to  be 
erroneous,  but, taking  it  as  ftated  .by  the  Committee,  with 
tlie  6co,ooor.  aAual  addition  to  tlu)  Navy  debt,  in  three 
years  it  would  be  i,88o,cool ,  and  the  amount  of  the  whole, 
>n  five  ycari^  q^oo.ooo1.  Add  to  this  the  two  millions  be- 
fore mentioned,  |U.  oeceflary  to  reduce  the  miicellaneous  fer* 
vices  to  the  eftimated  peace  eftablifliment,  and  tlie  wholtf 
would  be  very  little  lets  than  twelve  millions,  expended  in 
five  years,  more  tban  the  annual  income*  Having  cleared 
away  this,  or  provided  taxea  to  pay  the  intereft,  we  mu4 
then  either  raife  our  income,  or  reduce  our  expence 
lySoOyOOoL  a  year,  before  we  could  be  in  the  fituation  to 
which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  boafted  that  he  Iiad 
brought  us.    - 

Upon  this  occafion  it.$9emed  extremely  natural  to  enquire 
bow  we  had  fupplied  fo  great  a  deficiency,  and  paid  off  three  - 
millions  of  the  funded  Mil  i  The  Committee  had  calculated 
on  OQtftanding  debts,  and  there  was  on  the  table  a  paper  very 
inaccurately  made  out,  containing  an  account  of  thefe,  to 
the  amount  of  1,500,000!.,  dedudmg  the  profits  of  the  lot- 
tery, which  ought  not  to  be  included  in  it.  The  Chancel- 
lor'of  the  Exchequer  had  taken  credit  three  times  for  ;i  debt 
doe  by  the  Eaft  India  Company.  The  Company,  indeed, 
difputed  the  debt,  but  the  right  honourable  and  learned  g^n; 
tieman  near  the  Minifter  (Mr.  Dundas)  had  truly  faid,  let  us 
get  the  money  from  them,  and  fee  how  they  can  get  it  back 
A|ain.  This  was  an  irrefiftible  argument,  and  on  the  ftrength 
of  it  300,0001*  had,  after  much  wrangling,  been  obtained 
from  the  Company,  under  promife  of  re-payment,  if  it  ftiould 
i)ereafter  appear  not  to  have  been  due*    It  it  was  a  dri>t,  iu 

3  C  a  Hcaven'i 


Hel^en*k  liime  let  it  be  paid  \  hut  ifit  W9s  not|  ati  j  tlie  CoiH?^ 
pany  advanced  it  only  is  a  favour,  it  niu0  be  repaid  with  \tt^ 
tereft  fome  time  or  other,  and  the  f4vdurs  of  the  Oompariy 
generally  cbft  the  public,  at  leall,  toler^llly  ifezr* .  The  Di-'' 
raftors  nad  drawn  u))  9  ftite  of  the  clai'tyt  to  b<5  Itnt  out  td 
their  ftrvants  in  India;  bpt  i%  it  was  necefi^rv  rha^  it  (houfd 
»  paft  through  the  harids  of  th^  Bo^^rd  of  Coriti'ol,  that  fioar4 

nad  altered  it,  and  obliged  the  Diref(Slors  td  fend  out  riot  thei^ 
own  ftate  of  their  c:ife,  but  the  Miniff^rV.  AfVer  Mf,  thrf 
claio)  was  not  yet  fiHally  aidmitted,  i^nc)  there  were  great 
doubts  Whether  it  woul4  be  or  nbt.  When  he  fouhd  the 
Cpmpany  borrowing  of  the  i^bblic  undet  the  fan^ion  of  fh« 
Minlft^r,  and  the  Klinifter  btjrrbwing  again  of  the  dMnpany, 
he  coutd  not  help  confidenng  it  :^  a  pleafank  fort  of  rftcipro- 
city  between  the  two  partiei,  in  which  the  one  ftid  to  the 
Other,  ♦*  I  will  find  you  credit;  and  do  you  find  me  iponey.* 
It  was  fareiy  not  ^oing  tod  far  to  fay,  that  4  Mjnider  ihuft 
have  been  ersttr^bdinarily  pufhed  for  money,  when  h^  had  re? 
pourfe  to  fuch  extraOrd^aVy  me^ns  of  fbfpply*  To  the  re^ 
foarce  of  outftanding  ddbh  thtifl  hi  addM  the  promts  of  tfatf 
lottery,  which  otigirt  never  to  he  confidi^red  ^s  a  fetiroe  of 
permanent:  reyenbe;  for,  it  wa$  perr;|iit,  th^lt  however  tM 
revenue  might  he  Henefited  by  it,  the  p^p(^  were  fure  tQ 
lofe  both  in  their  morals  and  their  indiirftry :  wh^t  was  loff 
by  the  people,  wns,  in  faft,  loft  by  ihp  pubhp;  :|nd  fi>  per- 
niciotts  a  inode  of  raifing  mohey  ought  tieyer  to  he  reforted 
to  hut  in  cafes  of  great  necef!ity.  But  both  thefit  amounting 
to  3,079,912!.,  riot  being  h^if  the  etceedings^  hfi  cixtit  to  hi$ 
third  propofition,  that  we  h;(d  made  no  progrefs  in  therediic* 
^on  of  the  public  debtj  b^t  \\\^i  in  faft  v\fp  hfi4  horrowcd  as 
Inuch  as  we  had  p<^id.    > 

It  was  during  the  year  1^85  that  an  pi(tpprdinary  mtUiott 
of  Exchequer  bills  h^d  been  ^oted,  nQt  fof  the  pnrrent  fer- 
tices  of  the  year,  but  to  aritfwer  any  ^nfo^ei^  d^mandi 
which  Aright  occur.  *  The  p^bability  W^s  that  ^^j  w6uM 
not  be  wanted;  if  not  Wanted  they  were  not  to  be  iffaed  j 
and  were  pofitively  to  ifialce  po  permstnen^  addition  to  the 
public  deht.  When  thp  ChaficeHor  of  the  Exchequer  con- 
ceived the  plan  of  eftal)Iifhins  a  neMr  finking  fund  for  the  re* 
du£^ion  of  the  publip  debt,  he  found  it  convenient  to  make 
\]fe  of  thefe  bilfs,  arid  Qoo,C€ol.  of  then?  were  afiually  iflued 
after  the  aad  of  February  1786,  a^  appeared  by  the  account, 
Wbuld  he  have  done  this  if  he  had  not  had  in  contemplation 
the  commencement  of  his  operation  to  reduce  the  debt  ?  Had 
he  not  done  this  he  would  have  been  deficlefrt  to  the  amxmnt 
of  thefe  bilfs;  fb  that,  in  truth  and  in  UO:^  he  as  mnch  paid 
f>if  the  firft  annual  payment  of  the  debt  with  thefe  brilf,  as  if 
Ike  had  carried  them  in  his  band  to  the  Stock  Exchanger  and 


At  Wiif  fed^  Mtht  operation  ^9m  H  dvahg^  dfle  Idtf  *of 
ifebt  io  ;»notKerj  at  i  triflitig  chcpen^  to  the  F^ublii:.  On  tbU 
accooiit^  fY6waver^  tw  fliMld  eiilf  tate  y50,O0Di.»  the  fiim^ 
i&tkailj  iflToed  to  the  GooiMiffidi^rt  fdr  rtdntitig  the  ptiMic 
debt  id  1786.  By  inticipating;  this  finding  find  a  quartet  inf 
1786,  ;iiid  talcing  c^i^dit  for  four  i^ilWltfri  hett  Jhtt  hiftea«l  of 
three'  (as  had  beeri  formerly  Aa/n^  ow  fimititff  debtiibftt)  th^ 
Miaifter  got  biSyOboK,  ^hich'  vi6il\i  i&ptietti^  M  ^miihg  Ufl 
(he  aiccouhta  to  ahy  given  period  tcrhe  ^  tti<ich  dthl  as  if  thtf 
ihoney  haj  heM  :ia Daily  botto^rftl.  Tb«  Cohnrriti^e  h^d 
AatM  th«i  N^i'y  debt  at  t,7i2,48;9li,.i)utddded9  that/froM 
the  delay  tn  callftig  for  piymeht  of  mahy  of  thtd  charges  di 
irhith  ft  was  eoibpofed,  a  floating  arrear  to  that  ihiblirtt 
niighc  generally  be  ^pe£led  to  fubnh;  and  a^  if  neither  \kfr6 
interest  nor  #oald  require  to  be  fundf^^  it  could  ndt  bcedfidH 
imy  ^ddition^I  charge  to  the  Public.  This  tni^ht  haVe  fisemed 
a  pledge  to  the  Fiiblie,  that  no  paf#t  of  this  fiim  ^sts  to  iiiak^ 
t>irt  of  the  public  de!^t.  It  appeaf^/  ho#eyer,  that  ^'  50,Cteh 
hU  bedi  audded  to  the  eapitaly  and  thm  ii^C6^cbQ\.  of  it  h'o# 
bore  intereA)  and  was  cbrtfequentTy  in  operslttoh  atrd  in  fub« 
ftaiice  ^n  addititiH  to  the  pabfjc  debt.  To  this  riliifoiis  ekpe^ 
dieni  of  paying  tf^eren:  on  unfunded  debt,  which  hiid  b^h 
fo  pointedly  reprobated  in  His  Majefiy*s  fpedch,  had  the  Ve^fy 
Minijler  wik)  advifed  that  fp^ebh  thdught  proper  to  refortk 
He  would^  however)  put  ^p^tt6U  of  this  furh  but  of  th6 
queftion,  :rithough  he  really  felt  that  he  #ai  harrdlj^juflfift^ 
able  in  doling  it,  and  talce  only  the  addition  to  the  capifail 
with  the  ihtereft,  making  together  6oo,oool.  On  the  neil 
Micle^  the  tontine,  there  would  be  no  difpute^  By  this  e<-  . 
pedient,  it  #;is  very  generally  believed,  that  the  Mihifter 
had  made  no  addition  to  th&  capital  of  the  public  debt.  The 
point  (h^  nnderOood)  had  been  gravely  debated  in  variout  ' 
pla<iesj  :»nd  it  was  pronounced  to  be  no  addition.  Peopte; 
to  be  ferc^,  did  not  k^ow  very  i^ell  what  to  make  of  it.  It 
was  nibt  ^  loan,  it  Was  not  an  annuity,  but  it  was  a  fort  of 
anodyne,  an  expedient  for  borrowing  mbney  without  running 
in  debt,  WMeh  they  did  not  comprehend.  Keeping  in  mind> 
howcytJr,  ij^hat  a  right  honomable  friend  of  his  (Mr.  Fox) 
had  truly  ftated,  the  Public  owed  no  debt,  as  it  could  not  b^ 
called  upon  to  pay  the  principal,  but  annuities  to  a  cert aiA 
amofmt;  the  tontine  was  as  much  an  nddition  to  the  aggre^ 
gate  of  the  annuities  tp  be  ]taid  by  the  PuMc,  as  would  bav^ 
been  made  by  any  other  fpecies  of  loan.  *lt  wais  true  it  iil^ould 
eictrnguifli  itielf  in  time;  and  he  did  not  Mame  the  Minifteir 
for  having  entered  into  a  contraA  of  finance  With  Death,  not* 
was  it  much  to  his  purpofe  to  argu6  Whether  it  ^as  a  betteft* 
or  a  worfetDode  of  raifing  money  than  any  eth^r ;  but  he  dhl 
'^Pt  givp  hio)  credit  for  any  very  deep  reafon  in  adopting'it* 
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It  was  provided  in  the  furplus  bill,  tha(^  in  all  cafes  of  a 
loan  in  the  ufual  way^  the  CommiflioBers :  for.  reducing  the 
debt  fliould  have  preference  as  fubfc^ib^rs.  .'llFthe  Minifter 
had  made  his  bargain  in  the  ufual  way,  he  ktfew  that  the 
Cooiroifiioners  would  have  fubfcribed  the  whole,  and  he 
would*have  received  from  them  with  one  hand  what  he  paid 
them  with  the  other,  deducing  onlv  the  exp^nce  of  bnoicer* 
.  age,  which  would  have  put  the  abfurdity  of  pretending  to 
feduce  the  public  debt,  while  lie  was  adding  to  it  iii  the  (ame 
I  proportion,  in  too  glaring  a  point  of  view  to  efcape  public 

notice  and  derifion.  Th^  point  was  |^,Uin,enough  as  it  was ; 
but  it  did  not  ftrike  the  obfervation  of  the  multitude*  The 
amount  of  this,  with  a  ipHUs  of  one  quarter,  inftead  of  a  gain 
to  the  Public  of  three  quarters  per  cent,  as  the  right  ho- 
nourable gentleman  had  originally  flated  his  bargain,  was 
l,oo2,50oL  The  fhort  annuities  granted  to  raife  2O0,p0Ol. 
to  make  good  the  like  fum  iflued  from  the  civil  lift  fer'fe- 
cret  fervices  weire  charged  on  the  confolidated  fund,  and,  in 
that  refped,  were  an  addition  to  the  debt*  But  it  was  con- 
tended, that  the  money  would  be  repaid  by  inftalments  in 
eighteen  years,  having  been  lent  to  the  province  of  Zealand* 
M/^hoever  confidered  the.  new  fituation  in  which  we  fiood 
with  regard  to  continental  a^airs,  an  advantageous  fituation 
he  admitted,  would  incline*  to  think  that,  in  the  courfe  of 
eighteen  years,  we  wer^mu^h  more  likely  to  advance  double 
the  fum  on  a  fimilar  account.  But  granting  that  it  would 
be  repaid,  pr<fvifion  ought  to  have  been  made  for  applying 
the  jnftalments,  as  they  were  received^  to  the  payment  of 
the  annuities,  inftead  of  leaving  them  open  to  bedivertfsd  to 
other  purpofes  by  the  influence  of  the  prefent  or  any  future 
Minifter.  The  principle  of  the  furplus  bill  was,  that  Par«> 
liament  would  not  truft  tliemfelves^  and  the  fame  principle 
ought  to  have  been  applied  here.  This  Houfe,  he  trufted, 
would  therefore  give  him  credit  for  Qandor,  in  not  taxing 
this  fum  alfo  into  the  accounts.  The  refult,  then,'  was,  that 
fince  t;he  year  1786,  we  had  paid  of  the  funded  dd>t,  three 
millions^  and  that  we  had  borrowed,  by  Exchequer  bills, 
750,0001. ;  by  anticipation  of  the  fmking  fund,  one  quarter, 
628,0001. ;  by  increafe  of  navy  debt,  6oo,oooL;  by  a  ton^- 
tine,  1,002,500!.;  making  together  about  as  much  as  thf 
fum  paid  off.  If  the  900>oocl.  navy  bills  bearing  intereft, 
.which  he  had  omitted,  were  added,  the  fum  borrowed  would 
exceed  the  fum  paid  by  almoft  a  poillion  ;  and  if  the  intereft 
of  the  debt  contracted  uere  compared  with  that  of  the  debt 
paid,  it  would  exceed  it  in  the  fame  proportion.  Such  was 
•our  prefent  fituation,  and  fuCh  was  our  prof^^eA  for  the  year 
I790i  when  we  had  been  told  that  every  thing  was  to  b^ 
rpdkiccd  to  a  ^rm  eft;)bri0finentt 
?     '  Mr* 
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Mr.  Sheridan  declared,  that  he  did  not  blame  the  indallry 
of  the  Minifter  in  endeavouring  to  pay  off  the  public  debt ; 
but  it  was  his  principle  tliat  he  blamed.  The  principle  on 
which  he  a<^ed  was,  that  whenever  the  Public  wants  money^ 
]foa  are  to  break  down  every  barrier  of  the  Conftitutton, 
c?ery  fence  of  private  liberty,  to  ettend  the  excife  laws,  and 
^priye  men  of  their  moft  valuable  privileges,  that  of  trial 
by  jury,  in  order  to  obtain  it.  He,  on  the  other  hand) 
maintained,^  that  becaufe  money  was  neceffary  for  the  puUic 
fervice,  it  OBght  to  be  obtainea  by  the  moft  delicate  means. 
The  public  debf  lie  thought  the'heavtefl  burden  on  the  con- 
ftitution;  for,  he  confidered 'every  hundred  pounds  of  it  as 
a  perpetual  mortgage  in  the  hands  of  the  Crown,  capable  of 
being  perverted  to  the  moft  corrupt  purpofes  of  influence  or 
oppreffion ;  and  therefoine  he  Would  facrifice  much  to  be  re» 
lieved  firom.it«sIf  to  open  private  dwdlling-houfet  to  the 
rude  intrufion  of  a  ruffian  Excife  |i^fficer»  if  to  deprive  men 
of  trial  by  jury,  weve  matters  of  indiflerence'to  him,  yet  his 
regard  for  trade,  the  great  fcnrce  df  «reteniie,  would  deter 
him  firom  haviiq^  lecpurfe  to  fach  mitHods  of  Increafing  it* 
Whdi  we  talked  of  the  krade  of  this  country,  and  the  inex- 
luuftihle  refources  which  it  afforded,  as  the  great  props  of 
^tiT  greatnefs,  we  rotftook  the  eSt6k  f6r  the  caufe.  To'our 
conftitution,  and  the  manly  confidence  of  every  mai)  in  the 
locceft  of  his  own  induftry  and  exertions,  which  it  ttifpired, 
were  we  indebted  for  our  trade,  and  not  to  our  t#ade  fot 
our  conftitution.  To  attempt  to  increafe  the  TCvenuei  by 
injuring  the  conftitution,  was  like  liking  firom  the  foun- 
4atioa  to  mend  the  roof,  like  digging  up'tbe  roots  of  a  tref 
for  ukf  inftead  of  Jopping  the  boughs.  Having  faid  fo  much 
on  his  proportions,  he  Ihould  only  beg  to  be  heard  in  expla- 
nation, at  theclofeof  the  arguments  which  were  to  be  urged 
againft  them.  Hefliould  move  no  refolutions  on  the  papers 
h^fore  the  Houfe,  but  propoie  to  refvr  them  to  a  SeleA  Com-  *' 

mittee  of  independent  Members,  who  ^ere  neither  in  office^ 
nor  candidates  for  being  in  office.  He  tneant  no  refledtion 
on  the  former  Committee;  but,  he  could  n(^  think  it  cre- 
ditable to  the  Minifter  to  have  his  ftatement  of  the  finances 
examined  and  approved  by  a  Committee  of  his  own  friends. 
No  eloquence  was  required  in  a  matter  of  plain  calculation, 
>s  figuies  did  not  want  to  be  fet  to  mufic.  The  matter  might 
now  be  decided  by  £air  arbitration  betwten  him  and  the 
Chaoceller  of  the  Exchequer ;  and  a  Committee  of  the  whdk 
Houfe,  in  1763,  had  agreed- to  refer  the  public  accounts  to 
jufi  fuch  a  Sele^  Committee  as  he  propofed*  Si^ch  gentle- 
^  as  were  fatisfied  that  there  was  an  annual  furplus  of  a 
ntillioD,  after  paying  all  ordinary  and  extraordinary  expences, 
fttcb  geatlemen  as  hgd  heard  the  Chancellor  of  tiie  Sxche^ 
3  9tt« 


^4  PAJILIAM£irrAIl1t  Ju  ti^ni^ 

^er  dcjclaffs  tbdlt  thfftt  woold  be  no  itaedBiy  far »  fiitmre  loan^ 

,inigl)C  go  10 to  tikp  count Fy^9  an4  tell  their  conftittieiltSy  witli 

cpn&deopf}  thiit  the  6mns:t%  were  in  a  proTpecous  ftafe^  and 

tbajt  ^rtbpr  larjcea  were  not  to  be  dreaded.    Thofe  who  bad 

not  renceiv/^d  tfci^  f?ri3£»6lkm»  would  neither  difcbarge  what 

timj  AW.ed  19  tjieir  Qwiid)ara£|er9»  to  their  country,  or  tbrnt* 

cpnftUuenfAi  jf  ^J  did  not  vote  feir  a  complete  iaveftication^ 

Jate  in  tim  fefton  a»  it  was-    Ha  Ihould  yentuie  to  propofe 

Si^  nsimfinpf  fifteen  genileoieny  focfa  as  be  tuid  defcribed* 

,       japne  of  wbRm  he  bad  epofuited,  bnt  who,  he  was  foUj  per- 

^.9dedj  v^vM  aU  be  ceady  to  beftqw  a  little  of  tbeir  time^ 

j^id  Vyt  9  lilkteiwoiild  be  necefl&ry^  on  (b  important  an  en- 

jfjuiry.    Pf  ibfi  fifteen^  eight  were  i^lemen  who  ufiially 

•  voted  with  the  Minifter,  and  br  their  decifioa  in  all  that  he 

J^^d  ^(<)d9  b0  was  ready  to  abi^    If  the  Chancellor  of  thr 

£f cb^9paer  declined  meeting  htm  on  fneh  fiiir  gto«fid»  thr 

(Pd?Iif  WH^  cesdi^y  affign  the  mofeiye^ 

.    A  «vtfAW  W4S  now  made  by  M&  Sheridan,  f*  That  a 

^<  (SowRMe^  Jms  appointed  to  enquire  into  the  ftate  of  the 

.^  public  in^memdMpendiinie^  the  prMtefs  aftiially  nude 

-^  m  tb4)ridM»S^  0^  the  national  debt  fincethe  year  1786, 

f^  %fki  into  t)ie  grounds  on  wbich  a  rsduAion  of  the  fame 

•#.<  ft^f  h^ekgj^fM  in  fnture,  and  io,fe|K>rt  the  Cime^  with 

f^  rtblif  ..e^ferv^lionis  tbeireon,  tothsHode^  ^  that  the 

f<  f^Jl^^nMtttftf^confift  of  Henry  fiadBes,  £fq.  Daniel 

^^  Piidi^  (3oiie»  fifq*   George  Dempikri  Eh*    WiUtam 

*'  Qr#kf»  jnnt  TSdq.  William  UnlTey,  EfeTsir  WUliem 

/f  Lci|ian»  B^onett  Jaoies  Lowtber*  Efq*  jfames  Martin, 

.<<  E(q«  Mi^  Aldnrmm  Newnbam,  Edward  Bbeltps,  Efq. 

:<<  Cb«rl0f  Anderfan  Pelhamt  Efq*  Thomas  Stanley,  Efq. 

^f  Sjr  QeciFge  AuguAus  William  Sbuckbnrgb,  Bamnet,  Mc 

.<^  A]den9a9  Wanon^  ajid  ibe  Earl  of  Wvcomhe.- 

Mr.  Wm..     NJr.  ff^.GrmvU^i  (tbeinew  SecteUry  of  Sute)  beggril  leave 

GrtavilU.  ^  y^qfe  the  Hou^  tb|it  if  be  rofe  £ir  the  pus pofe  of  aofwer- 

y^g  th^  jiRAWr^Ne  vsatlem^n,  it  was  not  from  any  an^texy 

in  bi#  fP  OPtPfil.for^ffd,  as  thinking  bimfelf  of  roone  confer 

4i|9nf;e  tj^i^n  a^y  ojthM -Member  of  the  (Gommitlee*  Ho  trufted 

jKb9^  1%  JHovi<e  ba4.ii0t  found  io  him  any  anaietf  to  aflome 

iuch.mi^gmiegf«ipefiiority,  hut  as.haviqgbeeotheperfoa 

;^bp  btftVgbt  «fp  the  Report  of  iliat  Committee,  he  had  ftood 

/orw^rdmonstben  oncffi  and  be  felt  a  porticalar  anxiety  to 

jbi^  ptefent  th^tdayibecattfitiie  bad  often  tocombat  the  honour* 

^Wt  gen^lfmm's  i^rgumeots  contained  in  tfie  Report  of  i7<6. 

,lf  ii  w/STfimerAiy  a  perfoml  queilioh  between  the  Inm^wriM^ 

|[ent^M  andhio^  be(honld  feel  indiArent  upon  th^  fwb- 

je^«  bpt  it  was  a  qneftion  of  a  much  mdve  impcvtant  oatuiei 

j^bof^  tbe:(ort  of  mafoning  which  the  bononcaUcgientler 

4M0  tbalid^y  Jieldi Afaie wholeof  bis  aignment  tended»^ in  bi? 

.      opiniooi 
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opkuoft,-  to^veafilfe  ioiproffion  of  rbe'ftate  of  the.finaBces 
to  the  people  withoat  doors^  and  to  bold  out   a  .doLufion, 
which,  he  was  con&deot,  had  not  the  fmalieft  foundatioiii. 
He  felr,  with  the  bonoQiable  ^ntteman,  that  truth  and  ac« 
curacy  oaght  to  be  adhexied  to  in  every  pnhtic  difcuffion ;  but 
if  it  oftgbt  at  any  time,  it  ought  mou  panicularly  when  the 
public  accounts  «  ere  umkr  eonfideration  there,  and  the  reve- 
noes lof  the  kingdom  were  ftatiog  in  the  Houfe  of  Coounoas. 
To  wkbboid  truth  on  fuch  an  occafion;  was,  in  his  opinion* 
not  merely  blameable ;  it  was  highly  criminal,  and  he  de- 
clared, in  tbi^'inoft  foleran  manner,  -tliat  ht  did  not  believe 
himfelf  .capable  of  inch  wtoliedners«     Upon  4 he  pveCent  oc- 
Cftfion,  he  ptoteAed  that  he  woold not  wilfully  otnit  any  part 
of  what  the  .honourable*  gentleman  had  faid,  but  would  even 
endesvopr  to  foUew'the'  arrangeoieot  he  hs(d  chofen.     He 
todi  notice  that  Mr*  Sheridan  had  grounc'ed  all  his  arguments 
on  an  average  of  ibree  years,  including  .the  years  i/jHK  1 787, 
and  1788;  wbeteas  lie  fliouid  ground  his  arguments  on  an 
average  of  two  years  orUy»  the  years  ^  1 787   and  ■.  i  788,  and 
that  (node  of  .eftimate  appeared  to.  him  the  beft,  confidering 
all thecircumftaoces  oftbe  times,  and  he  might  faV  the  only 
mode  by  which  they,  might  forfn  a.fair  average  of  thfllncome 
ofibe  country  ;  theindome  of  one  .af.thefe  two  years  w^s 
fifteen  mtllik>nsi  fix  hundred,  thoufa Ad.  pounds,  and  theother^ 
fifteen  millkms  fdur  hundred  thoufand  pounds ;  taking  the(e 
two.  together,  the  whole  of  the  perm^ient  income  was  calr 
cuUted  to   produce  fifteen  millious  cfive  huodnstf  thpufand 
poundsy  wheieas  it  would  be  found,  upon  th^  averse  of  the 
two  laft  years,  the  amount  was  fifteen  millions  five  hundred 
and  feventy-etght  thoufand  pounds^  which  was  feventy^^iglK 
thottfand  pounds  more  than  had  been  calculated  would  be 
tlie  permanent  income  in  179 1 .     He  bad  jomitted:t6  take  the 
year  1786  into  his  average, .  becaufe.  it .  being  the  year  when 
it  was  known-that  there  was  a  commercialtreaty  with  Franqe 
in  negociation,  there  was  a  general  ftagnatjon  of  trade,  aild 
tbence  it.  was  not  a  fair  year  to  be  referred  to,  as  any  fort  of 
rule  by  which  to  decide  the  amount  .of  the  national  income. 
The  honourable  gentleman  had  calculated  from  tbe  termi- 
nation of  a  deftru^ive  and  ruinous  war,  which»  for.  the  firft 
time  in  his  life,  he  had  heard  called  glorious.    .Mr.  GrenvJlle 
vent  into  a  detail  of  all  the. particulars  referred  to.  by  Mr. 
Sheridan  under,  the  heads  of  Deficiences,  Extraofdinary  Ex» 
pences,  and  Probable  Refources*     A  few  days  after  the  Rei- 
port  bad  been  brought  down  in  1 786,  it  had  been  difcovereil, 
that  the  Committee  had  made  a  miftakerefpefiiing  the  pro- 
duce of  .the  Medicine  duty ;  to  that  miUake  he  had  at  the 
time  pleaded  guilty,  and  he.  did  then  plead  guilty.    Otlier 
^ficiencies  had  been  ixoct  made  by  the  alteration  of  tax  biUs 
.   yoL.XXVL  iD'  tt 
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•to  a  eonfiderable  amount,  for  the  fake  of  public  accommcir 
dation,  in  particular  one  in  thehorfetax,  in  favour  of  a  de- 
fcription  ot  men,  who,  in  his  mind,  were  well  entitled  to  it^ 
(the  farmers)  but  that  alteration  took  away  near  forty  thou- 
&nd  pounds  of  revenue.    Another  deficiency  was  opcafioned 
hj  the  regulations  of  the  diftillery,  to  fupplv  the  place  of 
which  in  fome  meafure  a  duty  on  licences  had  been  granted. 
He  had  to  ftate  the  fum  of  200,ooq1.  arifmg  from  thofe  exr 
trqofdinary  refources,  which  the  honourable  gentleman.  In 
a  fpeech  in  a  former  feffion,  had  thought  prober  tq  flur  over 
and  treat  with  derifion.     When  the  honourable  gentlemaf^ 
had  brought  them  forward,  and  treated  them  with  contempt 
before,  he  had  thought,  Mr*  Grenville  faid,  that  the  hp« 
liourable  gentleman  had   much  mifapplied  his  own  iabourS| 
and  the  titpe  of  the  Houfe.     After  fome  remarks  upon  the 
4ifierent  circumilances  affeding  the  annual  income  Goce  th^ 
Report  was  maflein  I736,  and  particularly  the  commercial 
treaty,  in  confequence  of  which   there  wals,  by  the  votes  of 
I       that  Houfe,  a  yery  eonfiderable  redudion  of  it  made,  Mr. 
Gienville  proceeded  to  treat  of  the  next  great  divifipn  of  the 
fubjedb,  the  public  expenditure*     With  regard  to  the  income, 
the  Committee  had  already  pafled  their  trial,  and  it  was  de- 
cided in  their  favour,  the  amount  already  confiderably  ex- 
ceeding what  was  ^ftimated  to  be  its  amount  by  the  year 
1791. "  As  tq  the  expenditure,  they  ^ere  ftill  on  their  trial ; 
but  he  had  qo  ^^^bt  that  they  fhould  come  off  equally  tri« 
limphant  and  viAoriour     He  begged,  however,  to  have  it 
l«colIe^ed,  that  neither  he  in  the  name  of  the  Committee, 
yior  the  Committee;,  had  pledged  themTelves  tl^at  the  feverat 
jervices  (hould  not,  in  pojqt  of  expence,  exceed  the  amount 
of  each  ftated ;  front  the  hpA  information  the  Committee 
could  procure,  they  trufted  there  would  be  no  occaCon  for 
a  larger  peace  eftabllfhment  than  the  e|limate  dated.    It  wa$ 
frue,  that  this  year  there  was  an  addition  of  ioo,oool.  to  the 
army  ;  but,  if  it  yras  thought  right  to  have  foreign  alliances, 
lie  trufled  that  a  heceflary  degree  of  expence  would  not  be 
grudged,  occafioned  by*  an  addition  tq  our  army,  tq  enable 
fas  to  fulfil  ouf^engagements  in  confequence  of  our  treaties 
with  foreign  pqwers.    Th«(t  ioo,oqo1  ,  he  conceived,  wpuld 
be  permanent.     Other  expences  of  the  prefent*  vear  wou!4 
not  be  permanent.     The  navy  had  certainly  coft  morethaf^ 
had  been  eftiroated  in  1786,  but  wheq  it  was  cqnfidered  what 
an  account  they  had  lately  heard  of  the  prefent  cqndition  of 
bur  navy,  and  of  the  quantity  of  ftores  in  pur  dock-yards 
from  the  higheft  authority,  he  was  one  of  thofe  who  were  fq 
far  from  repining  at  the  extraordinary  expence,  that  he  pro^ 
fefled  himfelf  to  be  happy  and  glad  that  the  money  liad.beei^ 
jb  expended.    With  regard  to  wh^t  their  general  peace  efiab* 
^  ^'   '  ^  ^  iifliracnti 
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liflunents  woiild  be,  the  Houie  rouft  recoiled,  that  their 
were  not  arrived  at  the  period  when  the  Committee  had  efti- 
mated  that  their  peace  eftablifliinents  would  find  their  level  | 
when  that  period  Ihould  come,  they  would,  doubtlefs,  judge 
of  the  exigencies  of  the  times  as  at  prefent,  and  govern  their 
eftabliihments  according!  v.  So  far  was  there,  however,  any 
reafon  to  feel  jealous  of  the  prefent  flate  of  the  expenditure^ 
that  he  feared,  that  if  any  gentleman  on  that  fide  of  the 
Houfe  was  to  flate  what  were  thecircumftancesof  1786,  and 
what  had  happened  fince,  he  would  be  accufed  of  vanity,  and 
of  wanting  to  claim  what  was  too  evident  not  to  be  volun- 
urilyiidmitted.  The  honourable  gentleman  had  taken  the 
erdnaiice  in  his  way  with  the  other  fervices  ;*  he  knew  of  no 
addition  to  the  ordnance  expenditure  but  a  fmall  one,  the 
neceflary  confequence  of  an  increafe  of  the  army.  He  had  * 
next  gone  into  a  confiderable  detail  of  the  mifcellaneous  fer- 
vices; but  he  did  not  think  it  neceflary  to  follow  him,,  be* 
caufe  he  could  not  undertake  to  pledge  himfelf  what  might 
be  the  mifcellaneous  fervices  under  particular  circumflances. 
ho  perfi»  would  attempt  to  fay  there  might  not  arife  cir* 
cumfttficet  of  a  fimilar  nature  to  thoie  during  the  American 
war,  whidi  would  make  a  permanent  article  of  the  charge  at 
tbtt  tjiM  iocurrcd  for  mifcellaneous  fervices.  Mr,  Grenville 
added,  that  he  had  been  one  of  thofe  wbe  had  exprefflv  flat* 
ed,  thit  It  might  be  neceflTary  to  raife  a  loan,  but  that  it 
wouU  be  more  proper  for  the  country  to  have  firft  a  furplus 
to  proceed  to  the  operation  of  reducing  the  national  debt. 
If  they  had  waited  for  feveral  years,  then  they  could  not  do 
more  than  to  make  fome  provinon  for  it,  whereas  fome  was 
already  paid  oflF.  The  Committee  did  not  mean  to  pledge 
thcmfelves,  that  in  fo  many  years,  they  fconld  fupply  enough 
to  continue  the  plan  out  ot  the  extraordinary  refources.  The 
k>an  had  been  made  for  the  fervice  of  the  current  year ;  the 
honourable  gentleman^  (Mr*  Sheridan)  therefore,  had  not 
done  fairly,  when  he  took  this  year's  loan,  and  oppofed  it 
to  the  expenditure  of  the  preceding  year.  Mr.  Grenvilto 
&d,  that  he  alked  not  now  for  the  indulgence,  but  he 
claimed  the  juftice  of  that  Houfei  when-  he  defired  them  not 
to  countenance  a  meafute  which  was  founded  on  an  idea  of 
the  fidfehood  of  thofe  calculations,  which  he  had  proved  to 
be  true.  With  refpefi  to  the  income  and  expenditure,  they 
ftUlftood  in  a  way  likely  to  fulfil  the  eftimatef  ftated  in  the 
Report.  The  income  had  already  rifen  above  the  efiimate 
given  for  the  year  17919  and  he  had  no  doubt  but  the  expen- 
diture would  do  the  fame.  He  ^ifhed  to  flate  one  thing  ^ 
naore^  becaufe  it  was  of  more  importance  for  the  Houfe  to 
^mrs  into,  than  the  K«port  of  any  Committee,  end  that 
v»»  tliie  progre(a  which  had  been  made  towards  xwducing 
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the  national  debt.  Three  millions  two  hundred  and  fifty 
thbofand  pounds  had  aAuatty  b^n  paid,  and'  by  the  fifth  of 
January  fo  much  more  would  be  paid,  that  it  would  amoUnC 
to  four  millions  one  htindr«sd  and  eighty  thoufand  pounds. 
Mr.  Grenvillefpok^of  the  provifkfn  to  pay  off  a  portion  6f 
Exchequer  bills,  aild^added  that  he  was  againft  the  motion, 
not  from  the  latenefs  of  the  feffion ;  for  it  it  w;ts  proper  to 
pafe,  it  was  df  fuch  importiirtce  that  they  ought  to  (it  at  any 
time  of  the  year  to  pafs  it.  He  never,  therefore,  would 
urge  an  argument  fo  grounded,  and  he  hoped  it  would  not  be 
urged  by  any  gentleman;  his  objeAion  was,  becaufe  he  wag 
convin<fed,  and,  he  flattered  himfelf,  he  had  fatisfied  the 
Houfe  that  the  fiatement<s  rn  the  revenue  reportof  1 786  were 
correct  antd  accurate,  and  therefore  they  ought  not  to  be  feiftr 
back  for  revifion  to  another  Committee. 
Idr.  FojB.  Mr.  F$x  remarked,  thai!  under  the  convi6lioii  of  his  hiabt- 
lity  to  afford  the  fame  inftrudfon  and  entertamment  as  the 
two  lad  honourable  gentlemen,  he  Should  have  remained 
£lent  had  not  the  bufinefs  ftruck  him  in  a  dilflerent  point  of 
view  from  any  in  which  it  Itad  hitherto  beeii  examined*  The 
right  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.Grenville)  had»argiied  ia  a 
manner  that  appeased  to  him  to  be  rath^extraotdinary«  He 
had  laid,  **  I  know  I  am  right,  therefore  let  me  depreeate  tf 
^  Committee^  wherd  af dne  it  can  be  proved  Whstter  I  atit 
^  right  or  ndt,  and  I  beg  you  to  rely'  on  my  afleMdns.^ 
Mr.  Fox.faid  tbtft  where  there  was  the  oppofition  of  afleltion? 
froni  different  geritlemen  it  was  extremely  drfficuh  how  toad, 
hut  he  couid'not  hdp  being  inclined  to  rely  on  the  (latement 
of  his  honourable  friend.     He  perceived  that  there  weie  two 

! grounds  of  difference  between  the  Aatement  of  his  honouralyle 
riend  and  that  of  tfto  right  honourable  gentl^rhan ;  the  ivft 
of  thefe  was,  that  hta  bonoiHTible  friend  had  refted  his  cahrv* 
Jatioas:on  the  average  bf  three  ydars,  and  the  right  hohovr^ 
able  gentleman  h*l  hefted*  his  arguinents  on  an  average  of 
two  years  only;  Of  thefe  two  he  liked  dn  average  of  three 
years  beft,  becaufe  all  averages  w«re  the  better  the  greater  the 
number  of  years  they  included;  but  it  was  a  curiotia  leabn 
'  that  the  right  honourable  gentleman  h:td  afflgtied  for  omitting 
the  year  1786^  ic  was  becaufe  trade  had  been  in  a  ftagnation 
during  that  year,  on  account  of  the  commefcial  treaty  then 
pending  with  France.  Tliat  was  th^  very  realbn  why  the  year 
r786  (hould  have  been  included,  for  it  was  admitted  that  ihe 
imports  in  the  year  17^7  had  rifen  very  confid^nMy» 
Thofe  imports  clearly  were  what  belonged  to  the  year  1786, 
and  would  have  been  then  made  but  for  the  tbmmercial  tkeaty* 
So  that  1 7^  might  be  faid  to  have  in  irs  pocket  a  confiderable 
fum>  the  property  of  1786;  The  right  honburable  gentle- 
man (Mr.  GrenvUle)  had  thought  proper  to  obforve  ttia^  he 
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ibfp^id  fhst  the  l<}0|OOQl.:f«r  the  army  wooM  be-itf  perma* 
neiit  eilaUiihmont*  If  (a  Ltf.nade.^  diffensnct'Of  .2po,aDOl« 
in  additiori;  becaaifaifthtlfrufehadi  voted  loo^odol;  expend 
ditan^  the  right  hbhoufabk  Chancellor  of  tbef Exchequer 
ought  to  have  provided  an  asequ&ite  aid  of  lOO^oooL  income; 
not  havin{^.  done  fo  it -was  an* addition  to  tlie  nauonaitdobt  of 
acy^oooL  in  time  of  peace. 

Mr*  Fox  took  notice  of  Miv  Gitnyille^s  having  (aid,  that 
the  day  was  not  yet  come  When  the  eftimate  of  efxpenditun 
yf^s  to  be  looked  for  as  the  leviel  of  the  peace  eftaMifhment^ 
nor  would  it  arrive  before  the  year  1791 ;  and  therefore  tlie 
addition  of  ioo>oool.  for  the  army  was  not  to  be  found  &ult 
with*  Was  it  meant  then*  (he  afked)-  that  tlie  nacional.debc 
was  to  be  loaded  as  mach  as  gentlemen  on  the  other  Gim 
pleated  in  the  interim }  The  defihttive  treay  of  peace,  he  b»* 
liered,  was  figned  in  178^  and  in.th'e  interim^  betweeivthtf 
condurion  of  the  peace  add  fovr  years  following  it,  wtre  we 
to  borrow  what  We  pieafed^  He  defired  to  know  if  that  was  fo 
underilood?  There  was  a  gieat' dtfficvky  in  proving  thefe 
etpences  to  be  only  temporary,  and  he  ihrewdly  (ufpeGbtA 
that  they  would  prove  permanent.  The  argument  of  tha 
right  hohooraUe  gentleman,  relative  to  the  carofe  of  the  en« 
creafe-of  the  ai*aiy,  had  been  follacious.  He  had  aflcedy  if 
we  enterisd  into  foreign  alliances  ought  thej  not  to  be  enabled 
to  kce^  faith  with  their aBifts}  Moft  undomladly  they  ought; 
bat  the  ico^ood.  #as  not  wanted  on  account  of  the  Heflkirt 
trdity,  it  was  for  the  fending  additional  tioops  to  India  and 
th^  Weft-India  iflmds.  Befides  that  wa<  (he  baHeved)  the 
&il  time  that  eve#  it  was  deemed  n^ceffiiry  to  #ncftafe  th# 
army  <m  aocoufift  of  *  foreign  alliances*  A  contrary  dodtrin^ 
badT  ever  previiiei;  the  ftronger  your  ftrength  bv  alltancey 
the  ttfs  the  neeeffity  for  a  large  army.  Every  tnan  anew  that 
alliances  were  le£i  likely  to  encreafe  the  army  than  the  navy. 
But  he  cbieiy  dtdikeri  the  fallacy  of  M'miiters  in  afieding 
that  they  had  a  furplus  o^er  and  above  their  eAabli/hment«« 
Had  they  come  down  to  that  Houfe  in  1786,  and  faid,  to 
ufe  a  vulgar  pliraie,  <^  We  can  barely  nudce  both  ends  meetf 
**'  and  have  not  enough  for  fu#plos^  thex^fere  we  cannot  yet 
<^  proceed  to  provide  for  ptfying  off  the  national  dt bt,"*  he 
Aoiild  have  applauded  their  condofb,  and  have  anfwerei 
tbflit  they  thought  too  lowly  of  the  refources  of  the  country^ 
and  could,  and  might,  by  impodng  additional  burthene  oil . 
the  people,  which  it  was  their  duty  to  do,  furnifli  a  furplua* 
Then  their  condu£):  bad  been  manly  and  hofieft.  The  right 
boooutablcgentleBian  obferved  that  his  bonouraUe  friend  had 
ridiculed  the  exttaorditlary  refources  of  the  preceding  feffiom 
His  honourable  friend  {h^  believed)  had  only  ridiculed  fiKh 
of  them  as  were  axirars^ai^ly  diijprDpoctiancd  to  the  ob)ed 

which 
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which  they  were  propofed  to  meet*    He  cijitainly  had  not 
ridiculed  them  adl,     He  did  n4t»  for  inftance,  ridicule  lot-" 
terieS)  and  had  never  difputed  ^Jk&t  that  four  lotteries  at 
150,0001.  profit  to  Govemroenty  would  yield  6oOyOOoU  in 
four  years.     He  fiad^  indeed,  arraigned  lotteries  as  a  fource 
ofrevenoc,  unlefs  in  cafes  of  grean  exigency,  and  condemned 
them  as  deftrudlive  to  the  morals  and  integrity  of  the  people. 
Mr.  Foit  obferred  that  this  was  one  of  the  Very  few  points 
in  which  he  differed  from  hh  honourable  friend.     He  wa£ 
not  yet  prepared  to  oh]e£t  to  lotteries  as  a  meant  of  revenue^ 
and  an  cb]e8t  of  taxation.     He  repeated  that  it  was  the  fallacy 
of  the  arguments  of  gentlemen  of  the  other  fide  that  he  com- 
plained of,  fince,  in  refped  to  the  mifcellaneous  fi^rtces, 
every  a6l  of  adminiftration  ihewed  that  they  were  likely  to 
be  ii|creared  farther  than  reduced.    Mr.  Fox  fpoke  again  of 
the  amazing  increafe  of  the  navy  debt,  and  remarked  that  the 
right  honourable  gentleman  had  faid,  ^<  We  have  a  fine  navy^ 
*'  and  no  man  can  fpeak  of  the  expenee  with  regret  and  for- 
**  row."    Ne  man  doubted  it,  but  it  went  not  in  the  leaft  to 
the  argument.     What  they  had  all  heard,  he  hoped,  would 
make  that  Houfe  a  little  more  cautious  and  doubtful  how  they 
lelied  too  implicitly  on  the  ftatemfents  of  Minifters  in  future* 
Without  meaning  to  dilate  on  what  had  fallen  from  hit  ho- 
nourable friend,  he  declared  that  of  all  the  admirable  things 
which  he  had  heaid  him  fav  in  that  Houfe,  none  had  excitol 
his  admiration  more  than  fome  of  his  obfervations  upon  the 
operation  of  the-,  national  debt  on  the  Conftitution.    He  a£k« 
ed,  was  the  right  honourabk  gentlemafi  ready  to  an(wer  his 
honourable  friend's  queftion  on  the  fubjeA  of  the  omiliioQ  of 
new  taxes }  He  who  did  not  confider  unfore(ieen  expences  ar 
a  great  part  of  lais  expenditure  was  much  deceived.    Mr. 
Fox  fpoke  of  the  debts,  and  particularly  that  doe  to  the  Ame- 
rican loyalifts,  who  had  every  claim  to  their  generofity  and 
their  juftice.     They  held  natipnal  bonds  upon  the  good  faith 
of  Parliament,  ana  muft  be  fatisfied.     With  regard  to  the 
million  borrowed,  that  was  an  additional  annuity,  and  fo  far 
an  addition  to  the  debt,  for,  in  fa6t,  we  owed  no  capital  but 
pjdly  annuities.    Mr.  Fox  p^efled  the  Houfe  to  go  to  a  Com* 
mittee  with  the  accounts,  in  order  to  decide  what  was  the  in-' 
come,  what  the  expenditure,  and  what  the  ftate  of  the  debt/ 
It.  had  been  faid  to  him,  <<  Do  you  compare  the  fituation  of 
<'  this  country  with  that  of  France.^     Heaven  forbid  that  he 
0iould!  But  we  might  take  warning  by  the  fitnation  of 
France,  not  to  delude  the  people  of  this  country  as  to  theftate 
of  their  finances.     It  might  be  true,  that  with  regard  to  the 
finances  of  France  the  people  were  deluded  as  to  millions^ 
when  this  country  could  only  be  deluded  as  to  thoufands.    A 
Committee  would  remove  all  doybts^  and  put  an  end  to  error. 
r  /  .  He 
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He  hdkftA  that  tfieve  ipete  foM  who  heard  him  who  would 
rather  have  the  conftitution  0f  his  country  joined  to  the 
finaoca  of  Fran€e>  than  the  oeniirution  of  France  joined  to 
the  finances  of  this  country.  Lt  us  take  warning  by  what 
wa&  to  happen  there*  The  mind  finances  of  France  might 
produce  the  freedom  of  France.  Let  us  take  care  that  the 
abufes  of  our  public  credit  did  nc  produce  the  ruin  of  our 
Conftitution,  and  entail  flayeryupon  us.  Their  financial 
jleceit  was  engrafted  on  arbitrary  pwer;  our  public  credit  on 
our  free  conftitntiont  In  Francet  was  the  deformed  fon  of 
an  accurfed  patent  who  would  refere  freedom  by  committing 
parricide. 

Mr.  Chancellor  Pin  anfwered,hat  there  was  not  a  friend  Mr.  Tw^^ 
to  the  liberties  of  this  country  wb  did  not  join  in  the  (enti* 
ments  with  which  the  rieht  honoiable  gentleman  had  clofed 
his  fpeech.    The  fort  of  mannenhowever,  in  which  fome 
honourable  gentlemen  had  cloathc  their  arguments,  looked 
as  if  they  were  oyer  fanguine  in  tHr  opinion  of  their  efFe£ls, 
2ni  feared  that  they  would  prove  icceifsful.    The  right  ho- 
nourable gentleman  (he  obferved)ad  been  lately  much  con- 
verlant  in  criminal  profecutions;  aJ,  therefore,  heaiked  him, 
whether  he  had  met  with  any  thin  which  induced  him  to  be 
of  opinion,  that  b^caufe  he  moveddr  a  Committee  there  was 
nothing  more  needful  than  for  anman  to  rife  up  and  boldly 
to  make  fome  taunting  charges,  ixed  with  much  invedlive 
againft  any  given  ftatements.     Ir.  Pitt  contended  that  all 
tlie  leading  fads  were  afcertainedind  that  the  differences  be- 
tween theni  were  reduced  withinb  narrow  a  compafs  that 
the  Houfe,  with  the  Speaker  in  e  chair,  was  as  fully  able 
to  decide  them  that  night  as  a  Comittee  could  poflibly  be  at 
any  other  time.     He  &n  went  tough  the  detail  of  tne  va- 
tIoqs  articles  of  revenue^  expenture,  and  debt,  reafoning 
a^inft  the  yartons  argunaents  wbh  had  been  urged  by  Mr. 
Sheridan  and  Mr*  Fox,  as  he  pceeded,  and  endeavouring 
to coofirm  thofe  pf  Mr.  Grenvill    Mr.  Pitt  concluded  with 
repeating  that  theip  was  iio  quefti  between  them  that  might 
not  be  decided  without  a  Commiie,  full  as  well  as  with  one ; 
no  language,  theieforey  that  coii  be  ufed,  nor  any  defiance 
(hoald  induce  him  to  confent  tohe  appointment  of  fuch  a 
Committee^  notwithftanding  tt  he  was  ready  to  admit 
that  the  names  propofed  by  theonourable  gentleman  were 
perfedly  unexceptionable,  aqd  any  of  them  perfons  for 
Whom  be  entertained  a  very  fin^e  xefyeQ. 

Mr.  Sk^ridan  declared  that  bdid  really  believe  that  no     Mr; 
language,  nor  any  defiance  lich  words  could  convey,  Sberidaa* 
Y^odd  induce  the  right  honours  gentleman  to  put  himfelf 
into  a  fitualion  in  whichlie  mi{  have  been  deteAed,  and  in 
f  hict^  0iepi|Uic  nigbt  (^  thsitdfe  fecured  themfelves  from 
*  "  "  enquiry 


enquiry  who««»rifl^  to,AVo3  ^OtfAjpn.  The  rigfitlwlour- 
ikble  gentleman  bad  not  renov^d  one  fpipjicion,  nor  in  rh^ 
leaA  cleared  the  matter  fron  doubt.  Mr  Sheridan  contended 
that  the  right  hon.ourablegen((iefiMin  bad  iiQt  contradif^ed 
•rery  one  of  l>i$  aflertion.  What  he  had  advanced,  both 
.with  regard  to  the  reveau,  and  the  eftabliihipent,  he  had 
tacitly  acknowledged.  Wjch  nsfpefl  to  his  h(ivit»g  (lated  the 
prefent  million  to  be  obtaied  by  the  tontine,  as  being  yet  to 
be  applied,  he  was  ready  o  admit  it.  If  the  right  honour- 
able gentleman  (Mr.  Pit}  would  alTure  him  that  anotj^er 
loan  would  not  be  r^uid.next  yqar.  This  was  what  be 
Inew  the  right  honourabitgentkman  (Mr.  Pitt)  woujd  not. 
He  could  not  pledge  hiniilf  to  any  fuch  promife^  for  he 
knew  too  well  that  he  ^\iR  borrow  another  million  oext 
^ear,  in  order  to  apply  it  f  ^be  difcharge  of  a  million  of  the 
unfunded  debt.  With  redrd  to  the  million  iflued  of  Exche- 
I4uer  bills,  what  was  this  b\,  borrowing  a  million  of  unfunded 
debt,  to  difcharge  a  milliki  of  funded  debt?  This  vras  bor- 
rowing with  one  hand  to  py  with  the  other. 
lAr.Stecle  Mr.  Sufk  f;iid  that  tbelonourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Sheri- 
dan) having  ftated  the  erirs  in  the  accounts  of  the  papers 
laid  before  the  Houfe,  wdguilty  of  mifreprefentation.  He 
^aant  not  to  fay  intentiojilly,  but  Aill  that  was  the  faA. 
7  here  was  not  a  paper  wlilih  had  been  produced,  agreeably  to 
the  motions  made  by  tbationourable^entlenMn  (Mr.  Sheri- 
dan) which  was  not  corre^  from  the  .beginning  to  tlie  end. 
He  had  particularly  auenod  to  have  them  not  only  delivered 
in  lime,  but  allb  in  the  m|i  accurate  manner  in  which  they 
could  be  ohrained.  In  obitving  this,  he  minutely  particula- 
rized a  diilin6iionin  theft  papers.  He  fard  that  the  paper^s 
je^^liiig  jthe  expenditure^sontained  (as  be  before  obferved) 
the  exa£l  particulars.  Bit  the  papers  relative  to  the  reve- 
nues were  deficient.  Thiwas  not  owing  to  any  omiflion 
of  the  clerks  or  himfelf.  iThe  honpgraMe  gentleman  (Mr. 
Sheridan)  bad  not  moved  fcr  the  proper  papers  to  obtain  tbe 
full  account  of  our  income.^  Whether  he  had  omitted  moving 
for  tbe  whole  account  in  oper  to  avoid  its  being  entirely  laid 
upon  the  table  .he  could  ndf, pretend, to  fay.  But,  however, 
fuch  was  the  real  ftate  of  t(e  circoiaftance. 

Mr.  Steele  made  feveral  <|^ferv3,tions  refpeAing  the  Report, 
-and  the  manner  in  which  ibat  Report  had  been  fplfiUed  by 
fobiequent  experience.  T^re  was  not  a  part  of  the  revenue 
fiated  in  that  Report  but  hjid  been  found  evgn  left  than  w:hat 
was  found  to  have  been  our4'efources  fitiqe.  With  regard  to 
our  expenditure,  tbe  periodhad  not  yet  arrived  which  could 
try  the  veracity  of  that  particular*  But  he  conceived.tbe  pre- 
fent difpute  to  be  a  difiere^e  between  his  right  honourable 
friend  (Mr.  Pitt)  and  the  honourable  gentl^mao  j[Nif*  Sheri* 
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dnn)  which  might  be  eafily  fettled  wfthout  any  reference  to 
another  Committee.  If  the  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  She- 
ridan) would  take  the  trouble  of  examining  the  ways  and 
means  with  the  eftabiifhments  for  the  laft  three  years,  he 
would  find  them  exaftly  to  correfpond,  except  in  the  inftance 
of  550,000!.  of  Exchequer  bills ;  and  by  this  it  would  appear^ 
that  the  expenditure  did  not  exceed  our  income.  He  would, 
therefore,  particularly  recommend  it  to  be  decided  by  fuch 
a  reference.  Mr.  Steele  made  next  fome  obfervations  relat- 
ing to  various  departments  of  the  revenue,  and  the  necefEty 
of  the  different  eftablifliments.  In  all  thefe,  the  fimilitude 
to  the  arguments  of  other  gentlemen  in  this  difcuffion,  being 
too  great  to  need  a  repetition^  we  think  it  proper  to  omit 
them. 

Mr.  Sheridan  anfwered,  that  it  would  have  been  a  ferious     Mr. 
charge,  indeed,  if  the  honourable  gentleman's  ftatement  of  Sheridan* 
his  having  avoided  to  move  for  the  proper  accoutits  of  the 
revenue  had  been  true.     He  wifhed  to  know  on  what  this  ac* 
cufation  was  founded.     He  had  moved  for  Cbparate  accounts 
of  the  cuftoms,    excife,  fiamps,  and  incidents.    Added  to 
this,  he  had  moved  for  the  amount  of  the  duties  coUe&ed 
on  land  and  malt.    .He  knew  not  what  other  papers  he  could 
move  for  to  obtain  an  exaA  ilate  of  the  revenue.     If  thefe^ 
ptipers  were  not  fufficient,  he  was  the  more  forry  for  the  dif- 
appointment ;  for  he  wifhed  to  give  the  right  honourable 
gentleman  (Mr.  Pitt)   every  credit  of  refource.     With  re-* 
fpefl  to  what  the  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Steele)  had  re- 
commended as  a  mode  of  fettling  the  difpute,  he  could  not 
agree  to  its  propriety.     He  had  recommended  them  to  refer 
to  the  ways  and  means  and  expenditure  for  the  laft  three 
years,^  as  a. mode  df  afcertaining  whether  the  latter  exceeded 
the  former  or  not ;  for,  fays  he,  there  you  will  find,  that  the 
expenditure  was  provided  for  by  the  ways  and  means.    And 
on  this  he  founds  his  argument,   that  the  refource«  muft  be 
equal  to  the  expenditure  of  the  country  for  the  hft  three 
years.    Surely  this  was  art  evident  fallacy;  for,  although  a 
fum  of  money  might  be  proved  to  have  been  paiil,  yet  it  did 
»ot  (hew  what  pjirt  of  that  fum  might  have  been  borrowed 
for  the  purpofe;  he  could  not,  therefore,  agree  to  the  adop- 
tion of  this  condudl.     The  only  mode  by  which  the  truth 
could  be  afcertained,  muft  be  by  a  Committee,  as  being  com- 
pofed  of  gentlemen  of  independent  jirinciples,   who  would 
certainly  make  a  report  that  would  lay  before  the  Houfe  and 
^he  country  an  a(5lual  ftate  of  the  income  and  eftabliihment. 
Wth  this  before  the  Houfe,  the  nation  would  then  be  ap- 
prized of  the  means  which  it  had  to  meet  Its  exigencies;  but 
atprefent  no  fuch  confidence  could  exifl.     When  between 
two  and  three  millions  were  added  to  the  unfunded  debt,   in 
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enquiry  wh^iinft)^  to.avog  4ot«Aipiu  The  right  :hpi1our- 
itble  geiitlemaii  bad  not  renov^d  oi)e  fui^icion,  nor  in  th^ 
ha&  cleaned  the  iiiatter  fron  doubt.  Mr  Sheridan  contended 
that  the  right  hoaourablegen((pfiMn  bad  iiQt  contradi£ted 
•Ycry  one  of  his  aflertion.  What  he  had  advanced^  both 
.with  regard  to  the  revenu>  and  the  eftabliihquent,  he  had 
tacitly  acknowledged.  W^h  lefpefl  to  his  havii»g  llattrd  the 
prefent  million  to  be  ohtaied  by  the  tontine,  as  being  yet  ta 
be  applied,  he  was  rea^y  f>  admit  it.  If  the  r^ht  bot)our* 
-able  gentknoan  (Mr.  Pitj  Would  alTure  him  that  anotber 
loan  would  not  be  requir^.next  yqar.  This  was  what  be 
Inew  the  right  honourabidgenikman  (Mr.  Pitt)  would  not. 
He  could  not  pledge  liin^lf  to  any  fuch  promife,  for  he 
knew  too. well  that  he  ^u(V  borrow  another  millioA  oexC 
/year,  in  order  to  apply  it  |>  ^be  difcharge  of  a  million  of  the 
unfunded  debt.  With  rieg^rd  to  the  iiHlIion  iflued  of  Exche- 
quer billsi  what  was  this  bf  borrowing  a  milhon  of  unfunded 
debt,  to  difcharge  a  miliitn  of  funded  debt?  This  was  bor- 
rowing with  one  hand  to  lay  with  the  other. 
lAr.Stcele  Mr.  Su(Ii  faid  that  thebouourable  gcntlcinji.n  (Mr.  Sheri- 
dan) having  ftated  the  eriprs  in  the  accounts  of  the  papers 
laid  before  the  Houfe,  wa)  guilty  of  mifreprefentation.  He 
^eant  not  to  (ay  intentio|2lly,  but  ftill  that  was  the  fa£t. 
There  was  not  apaper  wh^h  had  been  protluced,  agreeably  to 
the  motions  made  by  that-honourable  ^entlenwn  (Mr.  Sheri- 
dan) which  was  not  correjt  from  the  .beginning  to  tlie  end. 
He  had  particularly  atten^d  to  have  them  not  only  delivered 
in  time,  but  aha  in  the  iniii  accurate  manner  in  which  ihey 
could  be  ohrained.  In  obftrving  this,  he  minutely  particula- 
rized a  diflin6iion  in  thelf  papers.  He  faid  that  the  paper^s 
jetpefting  |he  expenditure <pontained  (as  he 'before  obferved) 
the  exa£l  particulars.  B|t  the  papers  relative  to  the  reve- 
nues were  deficient.  Thj^  was  not  owing  to  any  omiffion 
of  the  clerks  or  himfelf.  .<The  honpgrahle  gentleman  (Mr. 
Sheridan)  had  not  moved  fcr  the  proper  papers  to  obtain  the 
full  account  of  our  income.^  Whether  he  had  omitted  moving 
for  the  whole  account  in  ofder  to  avoid  its  being  entirely  laid 
upon  the  table  he  could  not  ,pretend  to  fay.  But,  however, 
fuch  was  the  real  ftate  of  the  circuiaftance, 

Mr.  Steele  made  feveral  obfervations  refpeAing  the  Report, 
-and  the  manner  in  which  that  Report  had  been  .fulfilled  by 
fob(e(}uent  experience.  There  was  not  a  part  of  the  revenue 
fiated  in  that  Report  but  l)ad  been  found  evgnlefs  than  what 
was  found  to  have  been  our  refources  fiDce.  With  regard  to 
our  expenditure,  the  period  had  not  yet  arrived  which  could 
try  the  veracity  of  that  particular*  But  he  conce|ved.tbe  pre- 
fent difpute  to  be  a  di^erei|ce  between  his  right  honourable 
.friend  (Mr.  Pitt)  and  the  hoaouraUe  geti|]eo)aa  (Mf«  Sheri- 
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dan)  which  might  be  eafily  fettled  without  any  reference  to 
another  Committee.  If  the  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  She- 
ridan) would  take  the  trouble  of  examining  the  ways  and 
means  with  the  eftablifhments  for  the  laft  three  years,  he 
would  find  them  exaftly  to  correfpond,  except  in  the  inftance 
of  550,0001.  of  Exchequer  bills ;  and  by  this  it  would  appear, 
that  the  expenditure  did  not  exceed  our  income.  He  would* 
therefore,  particularly  recommend  it  to  be  decided  by  fuch 
a  reference.  Mr.  Steele  made  next  fome  obfervations  relat- 
ing to  various  departments  of  the  revenue,  and  the  necefEty 
of  the  different  eftablifliments.  In  all  thefe,  the  fimilitude 
to  tlie  arguments  of  other  gentlemen  tn  this  difcuiSon,  being 
too  great  to  need  a  repetition^  we  think  it  proper  to  omit 
them. 

Mr.  Sheridan  anfwered,  that  it  would  have  been  a  ferious  Mr. 
charge,  indeed,  if  the  honourable  gentleman's  ftatement  of  Sheridan* 
his  having  avoided  to  move  for  the  proper  accounts  of  the 
revenue  had  been  true.  He  wifhed  to  know  on  what  this  ac- 
cufation  was  founded.  He  had  moved  for  Ijeparate  accounts 
of  the  cuftoms,  excife,  (lamps,  and  incidents.  Added  to 
this,  he  had  moved  for  the  amount  of  the  duties  colle&ed 
on  land  and  malt.  He  knew  not  what  other  papers  he  could 
move  for  to  obtain  an  exaA  ilate  of  the  revenue.  If  thefe^ 
papers  were  not  fufficient,  he  was  the  more  forry  for  the  dif- 
appointment ;  for  he  wifhed  to  give  the  right  honourable 
gentleman  (Mr.  Pitt)  every  credit  of  refource.  With  re-* 
fpeA  to  what  the  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Steele)  had  re- 
commended as  a  mode  of  fettling  the  difpute,  he  could  not 
agree  to  its  propriety.  He  had  recommended  them  to  refer 
to  the  ways  and  means  and  expenditure  for  the  laft  three 
years,'  as  a. mode  of  afcertaining  whether  the  latter  exceeded 
the  former  or  not ;  for,  fays  he,  there  you  will  find,  that  the 
expenditure  was  provided  for  by  the  ways  and  means.  And 
on  this  lie  founds  his  argument,  that  the  refource<  muft  be 
equal  to  the  expenditure  of  the  country  for  the  laft  three 
years.  Surely  this  was  ait  evident  fallacy;  for,  although  a 
fum  of  money  might  he  proved  to  have  been  paiil,  yet  it  did 
not  {hew  what  p^irt  of  that  fum  might  have  been  borrowed 
for  the  purpofe;  he  could  not,  therefore,  agree  to  the  adop- 
tion of  this  condudl.  The  only  mode  by  which  the  truth 
could  be  afcertained,  muft  be  by  a  Committee,  as  being  com- 
pofed  of  gentlemen  of  independent  j^inciples,  who  would 
certainly  make  a  report  that  would  lay  before  the  Houfe  and 
the  country  an  a(5lual  ftate  of  the  income  and  eftabliihment. 
With  this  before  the  Houfe,  the  nation  would  then  be  ap- 
prized of  the  means  which  it  had  to  meet  its  exigencies;  but 
at  prefent  no  fuch  confidence  could  exifl.  When  between 
two  and  tliree  millions  were  added  to  the  unfunded  debt,   in 
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order  to  pay  off  three  millions  of  that  natieoal  burden,  the 
people  mufi  withdraw  their  confidence  when  they  found  them* 
lelves  the  dupes  of  fuch  an  empty  deluiion.  For  thefe  rea- 
fon$,  be  again  urged  the  neceffity  of  voting  a  Select  Com"- 
mittee  for  examining  the  fiate  of  our  revenue  and  txpendi- 
lure,  fmce  the  meafure  of  appropriating  a  million  to  the  an- 
nual difcharge  of  the  national  debt ;  and,  at  the  fanne  time^ 
to  examine  into  the  probability  of  our  income  being  equal  to 
afford  fuch  a  furplus  in  future  years. 

The  quellion  was  at  length  called  for,  and  negatived  wiih- 
out  a  divifion,  when  the  Houfe  Immediately  rofe. 

Monday y  i  Tj^h  July. 

M  Mr.  Secretary  Grenvillt  defired  that,  as  his  right  honour- 

6ienTille.  a\>le  friend  (Mr.  Pitt)  was  abfent,  he  might  be  permitted  to 
Aate  that,  upon  confideration  of  the  matter  lately  mentioned 
to  the  Houie  relative  to  the  exportation  of  com,  it   was 
'     thouglit  neceffary   that   fome  parliamentary  meafure  fliould 
take  place.     The  occafion  would,  at  any  other  period,  ha%e 
jufliiied  Government  in  prefuming  to  ftop  any  attempt  at 
exportation ;    but,  as  the  two  Houfes  were  fitting,  it  was 
deemed  worthy  the  interference  of  Parliament  itfelf*     It  wa& 
conceived   to  be  improper,  on  general  principles,  to  make 
•  different  regulations  in  different  a<Sts   of  Parliament;    and 
therefore,  as  there  was  a  corn  bill  in  the  Houfe  of  Lords,  the 
heft  mode  to  be  adopted,  he  believed,  would  be  to  reje£t  that 
bill)  and  bring  in  a  new  one,  which  ihould  include  a  claufe 
providing  for  the  particular  cafe  in  queilion.     Underfland- 
ing  that  the  corn  bill  then  pending  in  the  Houfe  of  Lords 
would  be  put  a  ftop  to,  he  would  move  for  leave  to  bring  in 
a  new  one,  under  a  title  a  little  varied  for  the  fake  of  form,, 
and  he  begged  to  affure  gentlemen,   that  in  the  new  bill  the 
principle  and  claufas  of  the  bill  which  had  pailed  that  Houfe 
would  l>e  retained  entire  and  without  alteration.     He  con- 
cluded with  moving,  "  That  leave  be  given   to  bring  in  a 
bill/or  better  regulating  and  al'certaining  the  importation 
and  exportation  of  corn  and  grain,  and  alfo  for  the  better 
*<  regulating  the  exportation  of  ftareh^  and  the  importation 
**  of  rape  feed."     Agreed  to. 
j^lr^  ^\r*  Dutidai  rifing  next,  obferved,  that  it  was  not  with- 

Duudas.  out  confiderablefatisfaciion  that  he  felt  himfelf  fully  juftified 
in  declaring  to  the  Houfe,  how  unanfwerably  he  could  con- 
vince the  Committee  of  the  propriety  of  the  motion  which 
he  (hould  make,  and  of  the  expediency  (not  to  fay  the  indif- 
pen fable  neceffity)  of  granting  the  petition  prefented  by  the 
Eaft- India  Company.  It  was  the  wifli  of  the  Company  to 
increafe  their  ftock  one  million  fterling.  He  rcquefted  gen- 
ikmcn  to  conilder  that  they  did  not  come  to  alk  for  leave 

tOb 


A»t789»'  DEBATES.  ^        395 

borrow  money  frooa  odber  peopk,  Vnt  from  themfeives. 
This  being  the  cafe»  be  thooght  the  Houfe  could  have  no 
diScalty  in  complying  with  their  requeft,  and  in  acquiefcing 
with  their  wifhes,  fince it  was  for  the  increafeof  their  cre- 
dit and  their  intereft.  He  wiflied  to  refer  the  Houfe  to  a 
paper  (marked  No.  3)  Aating  the  effc^ls  and  the  debts  of 
the  Company  from  January  1788  to  January  1789.  He  af- 
fored  the  Houre,  that/in  explaining  the  fituation  of  their  af- 
fairs, he  fhottld  Aate  them  as  unfavourably  and  as  low  as  pof« 
ilble«    By  that  paper. 

Their  debts  wete  ftated  to  be  -  iC-^4>54354^0 

Their  effe^s  amounted  to        -  -         ^^^53^^43 

He  informed  the  Houfe,  that  the  charter  of  the  Ka(l*India 
Company  would  expire  in  179! ;  but,  upon  giving  notice 
of  it  to  Parlia^ient,  they  would  be  allowed  three  years  more« 
Adding,  therefore,  thofe  three  years,  their  charter  would 
expire  in  1794*  If*  ^t  that  period,  their  affairs  were  to  be 
finifhed,  and  che^r  accounts  fmally  fettled,  there  would  be  a 
de&ciency  of  2,oi  1,6371.  But,  though  in  the  lift  of  their 
debts  delivered  in  to  Parliament,  the  500,000!.  due  to  Go- 
vrmment  was  not  included,  he  fhould,  neverthelefs,  confiiler 
it  as  a  debt  due  by  them. 

The* account  would  then  Aand  thus : 

Amount  of  debts.  -  -      jC'^4'S43'4^^ 

Ofefie£ls        -  -  *  12,531,843 

Remains  a  deficiency  of^       -  2,01 1,637 

To  which  add  the  -  -  500,006 

Making        -         2,511,637 

To  which  mufl  alfo  be  added  for  ex* 
'  pences  due  abroad        •  *        4i2>009 

Producing        -         2,933,646 

He  had  not  the  (eaft  doubt  but  that  the  million  meant  to 
^  borrowed  would  be  taken  by  the  proprietors.  Confider- 
'ng  the  value  of  their  old  ftock,  and  of  the  fum  borrowed  laft 
year,  their  debt  would  amount  to  5,208,6281.  (hould  their 
affairs  be  wound  tap  in  1794.  He  fhould  next  confider  what 
they  had  to  pay  this  debt ;  and  firfl  he  fhould  begin  with  the 
^^es  of  the  Company,  which  he  divided  into  two  parts — t^he 
^Ic  of  China  goods  and  India  gooils. 

The 
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The  grofs  amount  of  the  Chjna  fales  he  efli- 

mated  at  .  -  -  ^.2,540,000 

From  which  was  to  be  deduced  for  freight, 

cudoms,  and  charges            "           /             "  665,000 

For  prime  coft         -            -            -  '             -  1,500,000 

Making        -  2,165,000 

Which  dedufled  from  the  grofs  amount,  left  a 

balance  in  favour  of  the  Company  of          -  37S>ooo 

♦  

The  grofs  amount  of  the  India  fales  produced  2, 160,000 

From  which,  for  freight,  cuftom,  and  charges, 

dedua        -            •    -                -                ^  960,000 

For  prime  coft  i,iio,ocol.,  but  from  that  fum 
he  ftxould  dedua  650,000!.  which  was  paid 
from  the  revenues  in  India  for  home  inveft* 

meat,  which  made  a  remainder  of             -  460,000 

Producing  1,420,000 

« 

Which,  deduced  from  the  grofs  amount,  left 
a  balance  in  favour  of  the  Company  of  the 

profits  on  both  fales                •                    *  740,000 

For  China  fales        •                •                    •  375'°^ 

For  India  fales                .             ,               .  74^,000 

^^^•^^"^"""'^ 

Which  would  amount  to  i ,  1 1 5,000 

But  from  this  fum  he  intended  to  dedu^  the  burdens  laid 
on  the  home  trade,  viz. 

Dividends  on  ftock        .                .                •  400,000 

Annuities        -            -                    ^                 .,  90,000 

Intereft  on  bonds                -            -                 -  128,000 

Making         -  618,000 
Yet,  from  this  there  was  to  be  made  a  deduction 

paid  by  Government  of        -             -        •  1 26,000 

Leaving        •      492,000 

Which  deduced  from  i,  i  'S'^^ 

Left  a  neat  balance  on  the  two  trades  of          -  623,000 

In  favour  of  the  Company  on  each  year* 

4  S«ppofingi 
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Snppofing,  therefore,  that  their  charter  expired 

in  17949  Hq  would  snoltiply  the  prodace  of 

their  trade  from  1790  to   17949  being  four 

years>  which  would  produce  •  <•    2t492,000 

To  which  he  would  add  the  profits  of  the  current 

years  ^hich  he  would  only  take  at  -  590,000 

This  would  produce        -  .  •      3,082,000 

According  to  this  llatement,  were  their  affairs 
tp  end  in  1794,  we  are  not  to  add  the  prime 
coft  of  an  inveftment  to  be  paid  that  year  for 
1795,  becaufe  they  would  no  longer  be  a 
Company.  Thcrerore  that  fum  muft  be  de- 
ducted from  the  9ebt,  and  added  to  their 
credit  fide,  amounting  to  *  1,960,000 

With  alfo  the  profits  on  private  trade  at  70,000!. 
per  annum  for  five  years  -  £.  350,000 

Which  fums  added,  produced  *  593929OOO 

in  favour  of  the  Company ;  fo  that  when  the  amount  of  their 
debts  and  their  effe£ls  was  feen,  it  would  be  apparent  that  the 
latter  would  be  more  than  fufficient  to  difcharge  the  former* 
Mr.  Dundas  here  remarked,  that  perhaps  it  would  be  con> 
tended  that  the  Company  owe  fix  millions  of  India  debt.  It 
was  true;  but,  into  whatever  hands  their  territories  fell,  if 
the  Public  (hould  take  the  management  of  them,  they  would 
have  no  obje£lion  to  be  faddled  with  a  debt  of  fix  millions,  to  . 
bepoflefled  of  a  territory  which  produces  annually  t,5:o,oooI# 
He  therefore  was  of  opinion,  that  nopoffibleobjei^ion  could 
be  raifed  againft  granting  the  prayer  of  the  petition ;  he 
ihould  therefore  make  the  following  motion  ; 

"  Refolved,  That  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  Committee,  that 
^^  the  Eaft-India  Company  be  empowered  to  add  one  million 
^*  to  their  capital,  and  that  fuch  addition  be  made  by  open* 
"  ing  a  fubfcription  of  170I.  for  each  lool,,  to  be  altered, 
**  however,  at  the  will  of  the  Direflors,*' 

Mr.  Pulteney  obfervcd,  tliat  the  profits  of  India  falcs  were  Mr. 
ftated,  according  to  the  calculations  of  the  right  honourable  PuUcnry* 
gentleman  (Mr.  Dundas)  at  740,0001.  by  the  dedu£lion  of 
650,000!.  for  the  inveftments  paid  from  the  revenues  of  In- 
dia, which  is  to  pay  the  debt  here.  £ut,  fhould  there  be  no 
inveftment,  which  would  happen  if  l(ieir  affairs  were  to  be 
wound  up  in  1794*  Government  would,  if  they  took  the 
territories  into  their pofieffion,  be  faddled  with  the  two  mil- 
lions of  debt  transferred  from  India,  and  made  a  part  of  the 
home  debt. 

Mr.  Dundas  b^ged  leave  to  remind  the  honourable  gentle-      Mr. 
man  (Mr.  Pulteney)  to  obfervc,  that  he  hqd  not  taken  the  Duad^t. 

two 
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two  inillionf  as  the  home  debt,  becaufe  it  mnft  tte  thr#wn 
back  on  tht  India  territory,  fliould  their  affairs  be  fettled  in 

1704. 
Mr.         M*"-  Dernier  conceived  Mr.  Dundas  to  have  argoed  as  if 
t>cmpiltr.  it  was  a  decided  point  that  the  Proprietors  of  Eaft- India 
'ilock  had  no  claim  on  the  revenues  of  their  teil'itorial  a€<)iii- 
fitions  in  India*    The  Company  had  provoked  Governn)enc 
again  and  again  to  decide  the  queftion,  and  had  faid,  **  Go 
*^  with  us  into  a  court  of  law,  and  let  us  fettle  the  point, 
♦*  ^ here  alone  it  can  be  fettled.^     Mr.  Dempfter  faid*' he 
thought  the  Company  had  a  good  right  to  their  territorial  ac- 
quiGtions;  but  if  it  were  otherwife,  their  debts  in  India  had 
been  incurred  by  the  wars  abroad,  and  every  Shilling  ought 
to  be  repaid  them. 
lAu  Mr.  Dundas  declared  he  Iiad  not  faid  one  woid  relative  to 

fiHifdas.  the  territoiial  acquiiitions  in  India  belonging  of  right  to  the 
Company  or  not,  but  with  regard  to  the  charter's  giving  the 
Company  a  right  to  the  territorial  revenues  in  India,  he 
begged  to  decline  giving  any  anfwer,  farther  than  to  fay, 
that  he  believed  if  the  honourable  gentleman  would  look  to 
the  charter,  he  would  fee  that  it  did  not  contain  a  fyllabU 
relative  to  the  right  in  queilion.  , 

Mr.  Mr.  Hujfey  wiihed  to  refer  gentlemen  to  the  ftatement  of 

B»fi«y«  the  i*ight  honourable  and  learned  gentleman  (Mr.  Dundas.) 
The  effeds  of  the  Eail-India  Company  were  ftated  to 
amount  to  -v  -  -         X'S'SQ^*^'^^ 

Their  debts  to  *  -  S9^4^>^^^ 

This  certainly  left  a  balance  in  favour  of  th*  Eaft-lndit 
Company,  but  he  could  not  help  diiFeringfrom  this  account. 
The  debts  were  eftimated  much  too  low ;  for  this  new  loan 
which,  taken  at  170I.  per  cent,,  amounted  to  i,7OO,O0ol.> 
and  the  two  millions  of  debt  transferred  from  India  muft  be 
added ;  and  then  their  debt  would  amount  to  8,700,000!.,  to 
diicharge  which  they  had  but  5,392,000!.  So  that  when 
their  accounts  were  cleared  in  1794,  the  period  when  their 
charter  would  expi  re,  there  would  be  a  deficiency  of  3,3 1 8,ccol. 
For  his  part,  he  averred,  that  he  would  not  truft  his  property 
on  fuch  fecurity.  It  was  not  fufficient;  and  he  declared,  in 
the  moft  folemn  manner,  that  were  he  now  a  Direflor  of  the 
Eaft-lndia  Company,  he  fhould  tremble  for  the  confequences; 
and  he  thought  himftif  juftified  in  thcfe  afiertions,  for  he 
had  attended  xht  right  honourable  and  learned  gentleman 
(Mr.  Dundas)  during  his  three  India  budgets,  and  had  always 
found  that  the  promifes  which  he  held  out  were  never  ful- 
filled. The  fine  profpedls  which  he  had  placed  before  hi*s 
eyes,  had  all  vanifhed  away. 
Mr.  Mr.  Dundas  anfwered,  that   he  had,  neither  on  the  debt 

OuAdat.  or  credit  fide  of  the  Company's  affairs,  taken  the  new  loafi» 
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and  that  the  two  miUtons  of  debt  transierred  from  India 
were,  (hould  the  affairs  of  the  Company  be  wound  up  in 
1794,  to  be  transferred  back  again  to  the  India  territories, 
and  were  to  be  a  debr,  which  whoever  poiTefled  their  territo- 
ries reuft  pay.  He  had  added  then  two  millions  to  the  four  '  - 
millions  not  transferred. 

Mr.  GrenvilU  lamented  the  abfence  of  his  relation,  the  j^f r.  Wa, 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  upon  which  he  pronounced  an  Greovilk. 
eulogium,  and  afterwards  contended  that  there  was  a  juft  and 
wel]  fouruled  expectation,  that  when  th^ir  charter  Oiould  be 
rt^ncwed  or  expire,  the  Company  would  be  able  to  pay  all 
their  debts,  and  that  the  territorial  acquifitions  in  India  would 
he  a  noble  and  a  princely  poiTeiCon,  into  whofe-ever  hands 
they  might  fall. 

Mr.  Francis  cheery t Ay  that  it  was  not  only  difficult  to  un-     Mr. 
derftand  the  calculations  made  by  Mr.  Dundas,  but  when  FriasijB* 
underllood,  it  was  difficult  to  depend  upon  them.     He  could 
not  fee  with  what  degree  of  propriety  calculations  could  he 
made  for  the  year  1794,  when  the  ftatement  of  the  Com- 
pany's debt   in  one  year  difiered  two  millions  and  a   half* 
They  applied  for  a  fum  not  exceeding  one  million,  which  mo- 
ney was  to  be  raifed  on  the  Pul^lic;  this  had  been  applied  for  ia 
July,  when  it  was  not  probable  that  it  would  meet  with  any 
oppofition,  in  confequence  of  the  abfc^nce  of  the  Members, 
llieEaft- India  Company  mull  have  known  their  fituatiow 
at  an  earlier  period,  and,  of  courfe,  if  they  meant  fairly, 
th'»y  (hould  have  applied  for  the  loan  at  an  earlier  day,  or  at 
leaft  if  they  did  not,  he  thought  that  the  Minifler*  ough< 
not  to  countenance  their  ap^)lication  at  a  time  when  the  lef» 
fion  was  almoft  confumed.     In  his  opinion^  it  was  very  ex- 
traordinary,  that  at  a  time  when  the   right   hoTioura!)le  and 
learned  gent len>an    (Mr.  Di.^idas)    was  boafting  of  their  en- 
larging iheir  capital,  that  heihould  come  forward  to  require 
a  loan;  it  was  a  fufpicious  application,  according  to  lils  owi) 
arguments,  and  ooght  to  he  treated  accnrdingly.    Mr.  Fran-. 
ciscauMoned  the  Houfe  to  have  a  watchful  eye  over  the  af- 
fairs of  India.     The  day,  he  |)redi(51cd,  would  come,  when 
the  Public  muft  claim  fatisfa<5lion  from  tlie  Hcufe,  for  what- 
ever it  might  luirer  by  having  a  reliaitce  on  the  credt  of  the 
Company.     It  was  not  owiri^-  \o  any  fiith  whicli  it  had  iu 
that,  but  purely  from  a  confidence  in    Parliament,   that  the 
Public  had  ventured  on  )v*cuHiary  affairs  with  the  Faft-India 
Company.     It  was  llrat»g^,  h'*  obferved,  that  at  a  time  when 
they  boafted  of  a  profperous  trade,  they  fliould  apply  to  Par- 
liament for  an  extenfion  of  capital.     The  fac\  was,  that  the 
I'ttfalesfell  CfMifiderablv  Ihoit  of  the  eftimate  of  the  lait 
yt-ar;  and,    yrjr  after  year,  they  flattJ,  fmce  the  lafl  w:^r, 
*iat  the cxjkstices  incurred  by  it,  occaGoneil  ihoir  repeated 
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applications  to  Parliament.  He  wiflied  to  know  when  the 
Houfe  would  no  longer  hear  this  offered  in  excufe  for  their 
repeated  application ;  and  concluded,  by  requeuing  to  be 
informed  whether  this  was  the  laft  requifition  which  would 
be  made  to  Pailiament  for  a  loan,  previous  to  the  diiTolution 
of  Parliament. 
Sir  Grey  Sir  Grey  Cooper  obferved,  that  the  Company's  charter  ex- 
Cuopcr.  pired  in  1791 9  ^^^  i^ot  in  1794;  and  that  the  honourable 
gentleman  eftimated  the  trade  of  the  Company  to  be  the 
fame,  if  the  charter  were  not  renewed,  as  it  would  be  if  it 
was.  Upon  the  whole,  he  faw  no  clear  juftification  of  Par- 
liament's countenancing  the  prefent  application. 

Mr.  Devaynes  and  Mr.  Baring  fpoke  concerning  freight 
and  demurrage,  and  the  latter  obferved,  that  the  intereft  oa 
hills  of  exchange  was  added  to  the  amount  of  the  bills  them- 
fcives. 
Maj.Scott  Major  Scott  conceived,  that  though  Parliament  was  not 
abfolutely  bound  by  the  arrangement  about  to  take  place,  yet 
it  certainly  was  incumbent  upon  the  King*s  Minifters  not  to 
recommend  an  increafe  of  the  Company's  capital,  without  a 
perfedt  conviftion  that  it  was  right  in  the  prefent  ft  ate  of 
their  affairs,  and  more  particularly  when  it  was  to  be  con- 
fidered,  that  the  Board  of  Control  had  the  abfolutc  difpofal 
of  their  immenfe  revenues  in  India.  On  this  confidence,  he 
believed,  the  Proprietors  would  very  willingly  fubfcribe  the 
fura  that  was  required.  An  honourable  gentleman  (Mr. 
Hufley)  had  remarked,  that  there  was  a  material  difference 
in  the'ftate  of  the  Company's  affairs  now  and  In  1773;  but 
this,  the  Major  faid,  was  not,  as  he  conceived,  a  fair  view 
*  of  their  fituation.  Would  the  Houfe  con fider  the  relative 
jituation  of  India  and  Great  Britain  at  that  period  ?  In  Great 
Britain  we  had  doubled  our  debt,  and  loft  an  empire:  in  In- 
dia, we  had  extended  an  empire,  and  the  debt  contracted 
was  infigniiicaiit,  while  we  liad  preferved  to  this  country 
'one  of  the  moft  flourifliing  empires  that  ever  any  country 
had  retained  fince  the  creation  of  the  world;  a  princely  do- 
minion, as  the  right  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Grenville) 
had  well  obferved,  which  yielded  a  furplus  revenue  of  two 
millions  fterling,  and  had  adlually  been  in  a  ftate  of  improva- 
ment,  whib  every  otiier  dependency  of  Great  Britain  was 
crumbling  to  atoms. 

The  queftlon  was  put,  and  the  refolutions  were  agreed 
to  without  a  divifion. 

The  Houfe  beinj;  refumed,  Mr.  Hobart  brought  up  the 
report  of  the  Cdmmittee  on  the  tobacco  bill. 

Mr.  Alderrran  Sawbridge,  after  pointing  out  the  feverity 

^.  of  the  bill,  and  the  diilatisfaiSlion  of  the  manufaflurers,  r^*- 

fpcdling  the  claufes  iatrodacsd  in  confequence  of  their  con- 
ference 
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ferencc  with  the  Minifter,  moved^  "  That  ihe  bill  be  re- 
"  committed.** 

Mr,  Rofe  declared^  that  no  alterations  had  taken  place,  but  Mr,  BjOfc. 
fuchas  were  agreeable  to  tiie  requiiliions  of  the  manufadu- 
rcrs.     Every  alteration  made  was  of  fervice  to  the  traJi- ;  the 
principal  ohjedlion  being  againft  the  authority  of  an  t  xc:fe-  ^ 

man  to  enter  the  manufadlurer's  houfe,  and  thereby  dlfc  ver 
the  fecrets  of  his  trade,  was  completely  done  away,  by  a 
claufe  introduced  for  that  purpofe. 

Mr»  Thornion  profefled  hi mfeJf  againft  the  re- commitment      Mr. 
of  the  bill  ;  particularly  if  ihofe  who  were  for  it  did  not  ftate  Thointon 
their  reafons. 

Mr.jD^OTj5y?fr  obferved,  that  he  could  venture  to  aflirt,  in  Mr. 
confecjuence  of  the  communication  which  he  had  with  fome  Dcmpften 
gentlemen  in  the  trade,  that  the  alterations  were  far  from 
being  fatisfa6lory.  He  regretted  the  ab fence  of  a  right  ho- 
nourable gentleman  (Mr.  Pitt,)  particularly  as  it  prc^ceeJed 
from  indifpofition ;  but  he  thought  that  even  this  was  a  fub- 
ftantial  reafon  why  the  bill  fliould  be  printed  and  re-com- 
mitted, that  he  might  have  an  opportunity  of  hearing  the  ob- 
jedions  offered  againft  it. 

The  Marquis  of  Graham\i2%  of  opinion  that  the  manu-  Marq.  of 
fafturers  obje<£lcd  to  the  principle,  and  not  to  any  particular  Graliam. 
parts  of  the  bill :  there  were  Qther  branches  of  trade,  diftil- 
lers  and  otaers,  fubje£l  to  the  intruGon  of  an  Excife  officer, 
whofe  fecrets  were  not  lefs  valuable  than  thofeof  the  tobacco 
and  fnufF  manufacturers.         » 

SirWatkin  Lewes  and  Alderman  Wat fon  entered  into  the 
merits  of  the  queftion,  and  were  decidedly  for  the  re-com- 
mitment of  the  bill. 

Mr.  Alderman  iVrwwAtfm  faid  that  there  were  chymical  Mr.Ald. 
preparations  ufcd,  which  were  neceCary  to  be  entered  intimfe  Newoham 
very  books  which  the  excifeman  was  at  liberty  to  call  for. 
From  the  converfation  he  had  with  feveral  eminent  manu- 
fafturers,  he  could  not^  in  juftice  tohis  feelings,  or  his  cha- 
ra«Sker  as  the  reprefentative  of  a  commercial  people,  give  his 
approbation  to  the  bill. 

Mr.  Sheridan  pointed  out  the  necefTity  of  the  re  commit-      Mr. 
ment  df  the  bill,  as  a  matter  abfolutely  ft ipulatecl  between  Sheridan, 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and  tli^  manufacturers,  in 
cafe  they  did  not  agree  to  his  amendments. 

Mr.  GrenvilU  declared,  on  the  part  of  his  right  lion^urable      Mr. 
friend  (Mr.  Pitt)  that  he  wiflied  to  give  every  fair  advantage  Grcnville. 
to  the  manufadiurers,  and  therefore,  as  fi^r  as  related  to  him- 
fclf.  he  was  not  againft  the  re-commitment. 

Thebill  was  accordingly  re-committed,  feveral  claufes  were 
agreed  to,  and  the  Houfe  adjourned. 

Vol.  XXVI.  ^    3  F  Wednefday, 
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ffednefday^   15/A  July.  ^ 

When  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  the  Eaft-India  pe- 
tition had  been  brought  up, 
Mr.  Mr.  Huffiy  rifing,  begged  leave  to  aflure  the  Houfe,  that 

Hufley,    after  tlie  moll  deliberate  and  cool  re-examination  of  his  cal- 
culations, he  found  that,  as  he  expe6ted,  they  were  not  at 
all  erroneous.     That  there  were,  howevt  r,  miftakes  in  the 
accounts,  which  the  right  honourable  and  leaned  gentleman 
(Mr.  Dundas)  who  opened  the  cafe  of  the  Eaft  India  Com- 
pany, as  (landing  on  their  petition,  had  declared  to  him  in 
private,  he  had  himfelf  difcovered  on  a  revifion  of  the  ac- 
counts fince  Monday.     Mr.  Huffey  now  pointed  out  parti- 
cular iiems  of  the  printed  accounts,  which  he  conceived  to 
be  erroneoufly  .fiated,  and  mentioned,  that  fome  of  the  ac- 
counts he  had  moved  for  himfelf,  with  a  view  to  bring  them 
more  fully  before  the  Public.  After  defcanting  on  the  figures 
which  he  conceived  to  be  miftated,  he  faid  that  the  accounts 
were  made  up  to.  anfwer  a  particular  purpofe,  and  when  he 
found  that  they  did  not,  it  unanf^verably  JFollowed,  that  the 
whole  was  imaginary,  and  the  accounts  were  worth  nothing, 
as  no  reliance  whatever  could  be  placed  on  them.     Mr.  Huf- 
fey  compared  the  price  of  the  purchafe  of  an  annuity  of  eight 
per  cent,  in  different  flocks.     If  he  bought  it  of  the  Eail- 
India  Company,  it  would  colVhim  170I.     If  in  -the  3  per 
cent,  confols.  204I.     If  in  another  trading  Company,  the 
Bank  of  England,  it   would   coft  him   206I.     India  flock, 
therefore,  compared  with  Bank  flock,  was  36  per  cent,  dif- 
count.     This,  furelv,  was   a  conclufive   argument  againft 
the  value  of  Eaft-India  flock,  compared  with  other  flocks  at 
market. 
Mr.  Mr.  Dundas   anfvvered,  that  the  real  value  of  Eaft-India 

Dundas.  flock  wasaqueftion  on  which  the  honourable  gentleman  and 
he  fliould  never  agree.  Individuals  mofl  ever  differ  upon 
fuch  a  topic  ;  the  faireft  way,  therefore,  was  to  fee  what  the 
opinion  of  the  Public  was  relpeSing  it ;  at  the  fame  time  that 
a  bill  was  in  agitation,  which  made  confiderable  noife  in  the 
country,  (Mr.  Fox's  !>ill  of  178  i-4)  India  flock  had  been  fo 
low  as  123I.  It  rofe  foon  after  he  came  to  have  any  concern 
in  the  affairs  of  the  Eaft- India  Company  up  to  143I.  and  it 
was  now  worth  173I.  The  difference  on  India  bonds,  alfo, 
was  equally  remarkable.  In  1784,  they  were  at  a  confider- 
able difcount ;  whereas,  according  to  the  prefent  price,  (he 
ftaled  the  different  gradations)  India  bonds  had  increafed  in 
price  full  feven  pounds  eight  fliil lings.  Having  entered  upon 
an  explanation  of  wliat  he  defcribed  as  the  great  increafeof 
value  both  in  refpedl  to  flock  and  to  India  bonds,  and  faid, 
that  he  was  fure,  as  a  fiiicere  well-wiflier  of  the  honourable 

gentleman. 
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gentleman,  he  had  every  reafon  to  recommend  him  to  lay 
out  his  m9ney  in   India  ilock,  not  doubting   but   he  would 
find  it  anfwer  very  amply,  and  having  likewife  declared  that 
if  it  had  happened  that  he  had  any  cajh  to  lay  out,  it  (hould 
be  difpofed  of  that  way,  Mr.  Dundas  proceeded  to  Hate  the 
errors  in  the  accounts  which  he  had  difcovcred,  and  mention- 
ed that  there  were  errors  on  both   fides.     1  hat   pointed  out 
by  the  honourable  gentleman  (Mr,  HufTey)  he  admitted^  but 
flared  anothrr  of  his  own,  which  was  very  materially  in  fa- 
vour of  the  Company,  and  it  was  this :  upon  the  preceding 
Monday,  he  had  obierved  that  the  Company  would  have  no 
inveltment  to  fend  home  after  the  year  I794»  fuppoGng  that 
their  charter  was  not  to  he  renewed,  but  then  ultimately  to 
expire.     This  was. clearly  an  error,  becaufe  the  Company, 
at  any  rate,  would  poflefs  their  revenues  till  the  charter  did 
expire,  and  conlejuently  would  have   the   revenues  of  the 
years  I   93  and  1794  to  fend  home  after  t^je  end  df  1794, 
and  us  the  coaft  trade  afforded  a  profit  of  cent,  per  cent,  and 
the  China  trade  a  very  confiderahle  profit,  they  would  liavc 
the  amount  of  both  to  add  to  their  capital,  which  miiil  make 
a  confiderahle  difference  in  their  favour.     In  tl.c  very  worft 
view  of  their  affairs,  however,  the  Public  could  not  fuffer, 
astheEaft-India  Proprietors  could  alone  be  affeflfid  by'any 
deficiency  which  might  happen,  of  which  there  was  not  the 
fmaUeft  probability.     If  any  deficiency  fhould  happen,  there 
would  be  a   provifion  made  to  enable  the  Companv  to  pfy 
their  capital  at  a  fum  from  170  as  low  as  159  or  158.     Mr, 
Dundas  remarked,  that  he  had  not  allowed  one  fix  pence  for 
a  variety  of  property  belonging  to  the  Eaft-lrv.lia  Company 
in  India,  fpch  as  their  different  forts,  warehoufes,  and  ex- 
port flocks  remaining  in  India.     With  regard  to  his  ftatc- 
ment  and  the  prefent  conteft  refpecting  it  between  him  and 
the  honourable  gentleman,  poffibi^y  the  honourable  gentle- 
roan  was  too  apprehenfive  on  the  one  hand,  and  he  might  be 
too  fanguine  on  the  other,  and  tf  the  truth  fiiould  flick  be- 
tween them,  it  would  turn  out  in  favour  of  his  calculations. 
Hctrufted,  however,  from  what  he  had  faid,  either  then  or 
on  Monday,  that  no  man  would  imagine  he  meant  to  have 
it  underftood  that   there  was  any   probability  of  the  Com- 
pany's charter  not   being  renewed.     He  had  ftated  the  fitu- 
ation  of  the  Company  in  the  moft  unfavourable  point  of  view 
poffible,  for  the  purpofe  of  making  gentlemen  fully  aware 
of  all  the  danger  and  all  the  rifque  which  could  in  any  view 
attend  the  complying  with  the  prayer  of  the  Company's  pe- 
tition, in  fuffering  them  to  advance  the  million  which  they 
defired  to  be  permitted  to  advance.     That  Government,  he 
declared,  would  deferve  every  imputation  of  foUy  and  impo- 
licy, which  did  not  embrace  the  interefts  of  the  Eaft-India 

3  F  a  Proprietors. 
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Proprietors.  It  might  be  depended  upon,  that  their  interefts 
and  he  interefts  of  the  Ptibh'c  were  one  and  the  fame.  They 
muft  rife  or  fall,  exift  or  perifli,  together.  Whatever  ar* 
rangements  with  refpeft  to  the  renewal  of  the  Company's 
charter  might,  therefore,  be  formed,  there  was  no  doubt 
they  would  be  fuch  as  muft  add  immenfely  to  the  interefts 
of  our  navigation,  immenfely  to  the  increafe  of  our  eicport 
trade,  immenfely  to  the  general  obje^s  of  our  commerce^  and 
immenfely  to  the  profperity  of  both  countries. 

The  report  was  read  a  firft  time. 
Mr.  Mr.  i/«^;' admitted,  that  there  were  errors  on  both  fides 

Huffley.    of  the  account,  but  he  contended  that  the  account  was  of 
no  value,  and   ought  not  to  be  in  the  leaft  depended   upon. 
He  repeated  his  remark  on  the  different  price  of  the  purchafe 
of  an  annuity  of  8  per  cent,  in  Bank  flock  or  in  India  flock« 
Mr.  Mr.  Dundas  declared,  that  the  account  upon  the  table,  as 

Diindat.  ftated  by  the  Diredlors,  was   a  proper  account,  being  from 
January  1788  to  January  1789;  but  that  he  had  made  his 
ftatements  on  Monday  as  applicable  to  the  flate  of  the  Com- 
-  pany  at  the  end  of  the  year  1794. 

1l  he  report  was  then  read  a  fecDnd  time,  each  refolution 
having  a  diflin6b  queflion  put  upon  it,  and  agreed  to. 

The  report  concerning  the  Tobacco  Regulation  bill  being 
brought  up,  and  feveral  amendments  read  and  agreed  to, 
Sir  Wat-  Sir  fVatkin  LrMes  obferved  that,  agreeably  to  his  former 
kin  Lcwcs  notice,  he  (liould  now  beg  leave  to  introduce  a  claufe  to  give 
the  perfons  nggrieved  by  the  determination  of  the  Commif- 
^  fioncrs  of  the  Excife,  or  Juftices,  the  right  of  a  trial  Jby  jury, 
which  would,  in  a  great  meafure,  do  away  the  odium  attached 
to  the  excife  laws.  This  was  an  aft  of  juftice  due  to  the 
perfons  aggrieved,  and  fuch  a  relief,  that  he  trufled  the 
Houfe,  fo  far  from  objedling  to,  would  think  proper  and 
jufl.  This  claufe,  which  he  had  the  honour  to  fubmit  to 
them,  was  free  from  the  objediions  taken  to  a  motion  made 
by  an  honourable  genrlemjn  of  that  Houfe  for  leave  to 
bring  in  a  bill  to  give  a  right  of  trial  by  jury  in  all  cafes  of 
excife,  it  being  confined  to  the  fingle  article  of  tobacco.  He 
could  not  conceive  that  it  would  injure  the  revenue,  as  very 
few,  unlefs  much  aggrieved,  would  wifli,  for  the  mere  pur- 
pofe  of  delay,  for  an  appeal  which  muft  be  attended  with  fur- 
ther e)ypence  to  them  ;  but,  fhould  the  detetmination  of  the 
Commiflioners  be  unjuft,  what  Member  in  that  Houfe  would 
rife  in  his  place  to  fay,  that  the  unjuft  determination  fhould 
be  enforced,  the  fubjeft  be  deprived  of  his  property,  and,  in 
tnany  cafes,  of  his  liberty  ?  AH  thofe  perfons  dealing  in  ex- 
cifeable  commodities  were  deprived  of  their  birth-right, 
which  was  fecured  to  them  by  Magna  Charta.  The  trial  bv 
jury  has  always  been  confidered  as  the  palladium  and  great 

fecurity 
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fccurity  of  that  liberty  for  which  this  country  has  long  hcea 
the  envy  ofeveiy  foreign  nation.  Mr.  JuiliceBlackAone, 
whofe  authority,  he  was  very  ij^nfible)  would  have  more 
weight  in  that  Houfe  than  his,  in  treating  on  the  laws  of 
excife,  remarks,  "  That  tlic  rigor  an(4  arbitrary  proceedings 
"  of  exciie  laws,  feem  hardly  compatible  with  the  temper  of 
"  a  free  nation.*'  The  power  given  to  officers  of  entering 
and  fearchrng  the  houfes  of  fuch  as  deal  in  excifeable  com- 
mcditieSy  at  any  hoar  of  the  day,  and,  in  many  cafes,  even  in 
the  night ;  the  proceedings,  in  cafe  of  tranfgreflions,  are 
fo  fumcnary  and  fudden ;  that  a  roan  may  be  conVi£led  in  two 
days  m  the  penalty  of  many  thoufand  pounds,  by  two  Com- 
miffioners  or  Jufttces  of  the  Peace,  to  the  total  exclufion  of 
the  trial  by  jury,  and  difregard  of  the  common  law.  Mr* 
Juftice  Blackflone,  after  enumerating  the  different  articles, 
clofes  with  this  extremely  firiking  obfervation :  "A  lift, 
**  which  no  friend  to  his  country^would  wifii  to  fee  extend- 
**  ed!**  SirWatkin  added,  that  though  he  liadlieen  hitherto 
unfuccefsful  in  the  bill,  he  had  better  hopes  from  his  pre- 
fentclaule;  and  in  fubmitting  it  to  the  confideration  of  the 
Houfe,  he  muft  take  the  liberty  of  e:»rncftly  intreating  them, 
before  they  determined  on  It,  to  weigh  it  d'^lil  erntely.  It 
Would  do  away  great  part  of  the  odium  on  e:  cife  laws,  and 
he  trufted  that  it  would  lay  the  foundation  ot  a  general  hill, 
extending  to  all  cafes  of  exclfe  whatever.  He  was  confident 
that  if  the  clau  e  were  admitted,  juries  would  prove  theu^felves 
worthy  of  confidence,  and  that  Houle  would  hear  much 
fewer  complaints  of  the  oppreiEon  of  revenue  officers;  the 
fubjeft  would  be  reftored  to  his  birth  right,  his  liberty  and 
property  preferved,  and  the  public  revenue  fecured 

Mr.  Alderman  Neumbam  feconding  the  motion  for  tlie  i\xr.  Aid. 
introdttdion  of  a  new  bill,  declared  that  hfi  did  not  mean  to  Newnham 
take  up  the  time  of  the  Houfe  with  much  argument.  Th(i 
claofe  in  queflion,  by  faving  to  thofe  concerned  in  the  tobac- 
co manufa^Sture  the  right  of  trial  by  jury,  would  foften  the 
rigor  of  the  excife  laws,without  injury  of  any  kind -whatever 
to  the  revenues 

The  Marquis  of  Graham  obferved  that,  although  he  ad-  Marq.  of 
wired,  and  fliouid,  upon  all  occaf  ons,  conceive  that  it  be-  Graham. 
Wed  him  flrenuoufly  to  fupport  the  coiiftitutional  claim  of 
a  Britifti  fubjedl  to  the  right  of  trial  by  jury,  he  could  not 
admit  that  the  giving  fuch  a  right  ought  to  be  introduced  in 
the  prefent  bill,  as  that  would  be  a  patrinl  grant  of  it,  neither 
fair,  reafonable,  nor  juft.  It  ought  to  be  given  to  all  per- 
fons  fubjedt  to  the  operation  of  the  excife  laws,  or  none.  It 
Was  generally  con/idered  ihattonacco  was  an  article  as  proper 
for  the  operation  of  excife  as  any  other  ;  and  therefore,  the 
njanufadlurers  of  every  other  article  which  was  placed  under 

the 
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thcexcife  were  entitled  to  the  fame  privileges  as  the  tobacco 
Inanufa6^ure^^,  and  ought,  at  the  fame  time,  to  be  admitted 
to  the  equal  participation.  Whenever,  therefore,  the  wor- 
thy Alderman  would  move  to  introduce  a  general  bill  to  re- 
flore  all  manuf.idturc'  s  and  traders  fuhjeS  to  the  excife  laws, 
to  the  right  of  trial  by  jury,  he  would  certainly,  notwith- 
ftanding  that  he  felt  it  his  duty  to  oppofe  the  prcfent  claufe, 
conftder  it  with  all  the  attention  which  it  might  deferve. 
Mr.  Mr.HuJJ},  ohfervcd,   that  he  recollefted  that  when  a  bill, 

Huffey.  fuch  as  the  noble  Marquis  alluded  to,  had  been  moved  for, 
he  had  thought  the  argument  of  the  honourable  gentleman 
who  had  made  the  motion  fo  found,  that  he  had  intended  to 
vote  for  it,  hoping  thereby  to  have  reftored  all  perfons  under 
the  excife  laws  to  the  right  of  trial  by  jury;  but  that  the 
Attorney  General  had  ftated  an  argument  againft  it,  which 
he  had  thought  good,  and  which  decided  him  to  vote  againfl 
the  propofition ;  and  that  was,  that  if  fuch,  a  law  pailed,  it 
would  multiply  trials  by  jury  fo  much,  that  the  buiinefs  of 
Weftminfter  Hall  could  not  proceed.  He  faw  not,  however, 
that  the  fame  reafon  held  againft  the  trying  of  the  experiment 
in  thefingle  cafe  to  which  tho  bill  alluded. 
Mr.  Rofc.  Mr.  Ro/e  contended,  that  if  the  trial  by  jury  were  allowea 
in  the  prefent  inftance,  it  would  put  it  in  the  power  of  the 
tobacco  manufaflurers,  in  fraudulent  cafes,  to  impede  the 
execution  of  the  law,  almoft  as  miich  as  it  would  if  the  trial 
by  jury  were  to  take  place  in  all  excife  cafes.  There  had 
been  no  reafons  urged  in  favour  of  the  manufa£lurers  of  to- 
bacco and  fnufF,  which  might  not,  with  equal  juftice,  be 
urged  by  all  other  trades  under  the  excife.  li,  upon  future 
confideration,  any  metliod  of  mitigating  the  feverity  in  this 
inftance  could  be  fuggefted,  he  for  one  fliould  gladly  meet 
it  with  his  concurrence. 

Captaia        Captain  Berkeley  (Surveyor  General  of  the  Ordnance)  be- 

Berkeley.  lieved  that  it  would  be  difficult  to  prove  that  the  intentions 
of  any  perfon  had  ever  experienced  fo  great  an  alteration  as 
'  his  within  the  laft  five  minutes.     He  came  to  the  Houfe  de- 

termined to  vote  for  the  claufe  with  the  worthy  Alderman 
who  had  moved  jt,  but  the  honourable  gentleman  who  fpoke 
laft  but  one,  aigued  with  fuch  truth  and  juftice  concerning 
the  general  principle  of  the  claufe,  that  he  fliould  certainly 
vote  againft  it. 
Mr.  Aid       Mr.  Alderman  JVatfon  faid,  that  it  was  not  a  very  flatter- 

Watfon.  ing  profpeft  which  the  noble  Marquis  (of  Graham)  chofe  to 
prefent  to  the  Houfe,  when  he  obferved  that  if  a  general  law, 
allowing  all  perfons  under  the  excife  laws  the  right  of  trial 
by  jury,  were  offered  to  the  Houfe,  he  (hould  be  ready  to 
give  it  his  confideration  !  The  longer  it  was  delayed,  the 
more  arguments  would  multiply  againft  it.    This  year,  it 

might 
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might  be  contended  that  the  wine  trade  are  under  Excife  laws, 
and  have  no  right  to  trial  by  jury ;  and  wherefore  (hould  fuch 
a  right  be  enjoyed  *by  the  tobacronifts?  \et  furely  it  was 
not  pof&ble  without  adding  to  the  number  of  the  opprgfled* 
to  deprive  any  man  of  the  privileges  to  wluch  the  principles 
of  the  Conftitution  had  given  him  the  moft  indubitable , 
claim. 

Mr.  Samuel  Smith  (Member  for  Worcefler)  obferved,  that  ^r.  Sam 
in  his  opinion,  no  modeof  reafoningcould  be  fo  ridiculoufly  Smith, 
indefenfible  as  that  which  was  brought  forward  in  favour  of 
theftrange  doftrine  that  taking  away  the  trial  by  jury  would 
prevent  the  court  of  Exchequer  from  being  im|>eded.  Did 
gentlemen  confider  the  extent  of  fuch  an  argument  ?  At  that 
rate  every  defcription  of  fubjecls  might  be  deprived  of  the  right 
of  tiial  by  jury.  Perfcns  going  to  court  knowing  that  the 
King  paid  no  cofts,  and  how  unequal  all  contefta  with  the 
Crown  were,  would  not  run  to  the  Exchequer  with  frivolous 
fuits,  or  wliere  they  did  not  think  that  they  flood  on  the 
flronggroui  d  of  a  good  caufe.  He  could  nor,  therefore,  fee 
the  Imalleft  inconvenience  which  was  likely  to  ref  ult  from  the 
claufe  being  accepted. 

Colonel  Phipps  remarked  that  the  argument  of  the  honour-  Colonel 
ab!f  gentleman  behind  him  was  the  ftrongeil  in  behalf  of  fum-  Phippi. 
mary  decifions  in  all  fuhjedls  of  Lxcile.  It  faved  the  defen- 
dants much  expence,  and  it  enabled  ihem  to  ftate  all  their 
grievances  at  once  fully  and  fairly.  IJe  believed  that  the 
fumniary  procefles  were  admin  leered  as  equally,  and  wiih  as 
much  juflice  as  any  fpecies  of  proceis  whatever.  Was  liberty 
more  circumfcribed  or  extended  now  than  in  Sir  Robert  Wal- 
pole's  time?  r.e  fuppofed  rather  the  latter  than  the  former. 
As  to  extending  the  right  of  trial  by  jury,  in  the  particujar 
inft^mce,  if  it  were  extended  to  all  otht-r  peifuns  and  trades 
binder  the  Excife  laws,  then  there  would  be  fome  reafon  to 
c6mplain  of  the  exclufion  of  it  to  the  tobacco  trade. 

NIr.  Braufoy  T\£\ng  wtxt^  fpoke  as  follows :  If  tde  motion      Mr. 
which  the  honourable  gentleman  has  made  had  been  fuch  as  Bcaufoy. 
the  fpecch  with  which  he  introduced  it,'  had  prepared  us  to 
expeft,  1  fhould  gladly  have  given  to  it  my  fincere  and  ardent 
fopporl.     But,  fo  different  from  their  proftfled  defign  are  the 
Words  of  the  claufe  which  he  has  offered,  that  I  muft  either 
refift  the  motion  at  the  rilk  of  appearing  to  oppofe  the  prin- 
ciples to  which  I  am  the  m*  ft  attached,  or  I  ft  all  find  my- 
felf  obliged  to  acquiefce  in  fuch  an  application  of  thofe  p'rin* 
ciples  as  is  very  inconfiftent  with  the  interefts  of  this  kingdom. . 
1  imagined  from  the  nature  of  his  arguments,  (and  the  Houfe, 
I  btlicve,  ftill  imagines)  that  the  objec^t  of  the  ho'^oumhle 
gentleman  was  nothing  more  than  to  give  to  his  fellow  fub- 
jefts  a  right  to  appeal  from  the  defpotic  tribunal  of  tht  Com- 
6  miflioners 
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miflioners  of  the  Excife  to  the  candid  and  impartial  judgement 
of  his  peers.  But  is  this  the  i'Ae  tendency  of  the  propofed 
refolution  ?  Is  this  the  only  effedt  it  is  caicuUted  to  prodnqe? 
If  fuch  be  the  expectation  of  the  Houfe,  it  is  my  duty  to  warn 
*  •  them  of  the  dangerous  mi  (lake;  for  the  privilege  which  the 
claufe  will  give  to  the  fuhjedt  is  not  a  right  of  regular  appeal 
from  the  determination  of  the  Board  of  hxcife,  but  a  right  to 
profecute,  as  a  trefpafler,  every  Exciferaan,  who,  on  any 
ground,  however  legal,  has  ventured  to  make  a  feizure.  It 
gives  to  the  diflionelt  tradefman,  however  atrocius  his  frauds, 
a  right  to  bring  an  a6tion  for  damages  againft  the  officer,  who, 
in  the  nameof  tiieCr^wn,  has  taken  pofleffion  of  the  articles 
.  on  W'.ich  the  leg- 1  duties  are  withholden,  and  in  that  a£lion 
it  empowers  him  to  include  thc^  oflScer'safliftants,  and  to 
make  them  defendants  in  the  fuit. 

'Ihus,  it  enables  the  importer,  and  thedifhoneft  manufac- 
turer, to  difqualify  fiom  being  witnefles  in  the  trial  the  on- 
ly perfons,  generally  fpeaklng,  who  are  able  and  willing  to 
prove  the  exiftencc  of  the  fraud.  It  deprives  the  Crown,  in 
moft  cafes,  of  its  only  evidence,  and  at  the  fame  time  impofes 
upon  \i  the  burthen  of  the  leg.il  proofs  If  fuch  a  claufe  were 
made  general,  it  would  bring  with  itfecurity  to  the  fmuggler, 
ruin  to  the  fair  tuanufaflurer  and  the  honourable  merchant, 
and  ultimate  deft ru(5l ion  to  the  moft  produ£tive  revenues  of 
the  State. 

But  though  it  is  oSvious  that  all  thefe  baneful  efFedls  would 
follow  from  rhe  claufe,  if  applied  to  the  feveral  branches  of 
the  Exci1<:>  yet  1  am  perfed^Iy  perfuaded  that  to  produce 
thefe  effects  is  not  the  intention  of  the  mover;  for  ir  cannot 
be  his  wi^h  tocripplie  every  profecution,  to  difarm  the  execu- 
tive government,  to  grant  a-general  licence  to  fraud,  and  to 
deorive  the  nation  of  a  revenu*  of  fix  millions  a  year.  Thole 
who  do  me  the  honour  to  recolleft  the  bill  which  I  propofed 
to  the  confideration  of  the  Houfe  in  the  year  lySv  will  not 
fufpedt  n'iC  of  indifForence  to  a  principle  which  conftitates  the 
principal  fu\>port,  as  well  as  the  primary  bleffing  of  an  En- 
glilliman's  freedom,  the  privilege  of  being  tried  by  his  peers. 
But  while  I  fcgjfTclicd  a  plan  that  would  haveenfured  to  him, 
in  all  P'xcife  cafes,  in  which  he  might  choofe  to  demand  it, 
the  perfc'(fJ  enjoyment  of  this  right,  that  bill  had  no  tenden- 
cy to  deftroy,  as  this  claufe  would  erfeflually  do,  the  powers 
nf  the  Crown  to  profecute.  It  would  have  given  to  the  fub- 
jeS  a  fair  trial  before  an  independent  court ;  but  his  foccefs 
in  that  trial  would  have  depended  on  thejuftice  of  his  caufe, 
for  1  could  not  coofent  to  dcptive  the  Crown  of  its  witnefles, 
and  under  a  pretence  of  confulting  ihe  iaterefts  of  freedom, 

to  cftablifti  the  interells  of  frr.ud. 

But, 
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But,  while  I  ob}c6lto  the  particular  motion  •before  you,  I 
am  not  infenfible  that  the  very  right  which  it  propofes  to  be- 
ftow,  (the  right  to  an  adlion  c  f  trefpafs  againft  the  fcizing  of- 
ficer and  all  his  affiftants)  has  been  faid  to  conftitute  already 
a  part  of  the  law  of  the  land ;  and  that  the  truth  of  this  opi- 
nion has  been  for  many  years,  and  at  this  moment,  continues 
under  the  confideration  of  the  judges.  But  what  inference 
fhall  we  draw  from  this  embarraflment  of  the  judges  ?  Does 
it  fliow  the  propriety  of  the  prefent  claufe?  That  cannot  be 
pretended.  It  only  proves,  and  that  it  does  prove  beyohd  the 
poflTibility  of  a  doubt  how  fenfible  the  judges  are  that,  if  on 
the  one  hand,  they  (hould  ef^ablifli  the  right  of  the  fubjedl  to 
an  aftion  of  trefpafs*  they  give  impunity  to  fraud,  and  that, 
if  on  the  other,  they  fhouid  deny  that  right,  they  muft  in  ef- 
feft  admit,  (what  they  cannot  biing  thimfelves  to  acknow- 
ledge) that  in  all  Excife  cafes,  as  the  law  now  (lands,  the  fub- 
jcck  may  be  excluded  from  a  trial  bv  his  Peers.  Their  filence 
proclaims  with  an  energy  more  forcible  than  the  ftrongeft 
language  ;  it  declares  with  an  emphaiis  whiph  awakens  the 
refledion,  and  reaches  the  heart  of  every  friend  to  his  coun- 
try, that  the  fubjen  has  a  juft  claim,  In  all  Excije  cajes^  to  a 
trial  by  his  peers  I  but  the  particular  modification  of  this  right 
ought  not  to  be  fuch  as  fhall  deprive  the  Crown  of  the  benefit 
of  its  witnefles,  and  give  fecurity  to  public  depretlation. 

Thus  It  appears  that  while  the  intereft  of  th«  State  requires 
the  reje£lion  of  the  claufe  propofed,  it  alfo  requires  that  this 
rejeQion  fliouldbe  followed  by  a  bill  to  give  to  the  fubjefl  a 
right  of  appeal  from  the  arbitrary  decifions  of  the  Commif- 
fioners  of  Excife  to  the  unbiafled  judgement  of  his  country. 

Nor  can  I  applaud  the  expedient  of  confining  to  the  dealers 
in  tobacco,  or  to  any  other  defcription  of  men,  a  privilege 
which  the  conftitution  has  made  free  to  all;  but  if  the  lil^- 
rality  of  the  times  is  too  limited  to  reftore  to  all  their  juft  and 
natural  birthright;  if  the  experiment  of  giving  back  to  the 
fubjeft  his  ancient  hereditary  privilege  muft,  in  tlw  firft  in- 
ftance,  be  tried  on  one  particular  clafs. alone;  I  have  no  he- 
fitation  to  fay  that  the  dealers  in  tobacco  have  the  ftrongeft 
claim  to  a  preference,  for  the  fituation  of  t,hofe  who  made 
choice  of  a  particular  trade,  at  a  time  when  no  fufpicion  was 
entertained  of. its  ever  being  fubjedted  to  the  Excif?,  is  cer- 
tainly, in  all  juftice,  to  be  confidered  as  materially  different 
from  the  iituation  of  fuch  manufa£lurers  as  freely  chole  an 
occupation  to  which,  at  the  very  time  that  they  chofe  it, 
the  dominion  of  the  Excife  laws  was  already  extended.  Upoa 
the  latter  the  jurifdidiion  of  a  defpotic  court  is  brought  by  their 
own  voluntary  adl;  upon  the  former  it  is  forced  by  a  com- 
pulfion,  from  which  there  is  no  other  efca|jc  but  that  of  ahaii- 
VoL.  XXVL  3  G  doning 
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doning  their  country,  or  of  relinquifhing  their  means   of 
life,    . 

But  foroe  gentlemen  it  feems  there  nre  who  think  that  the 
intereftsof  the  revenue  are  incompatible  with  the  civil  rights 
of  the  fubjed;  and  that  an  appeal  from  the  decifion  of  the 
CommiiBoners  to  the  judgement  of  a  jury  would  foon  deftroy 
th«  vigour  of  the  Lxcife,  and  annihilate  the  ufeof  the  fyftem. 
I  know  not  to  what  ilngular  circumflance  it  is  owing  that 
the  fyftem  of  the  Excife  is  fuppofed  to  derive  its  efficacy  and 
ftrength  from  the  defpotic  nature  of  its  tribunal,  whereas  in 
reality  it  is  indebted  to  that  tribunal  for  nothing  but  ill-will, 
difcredit,  and  reproach;  for  the  power  and  energy,  the  whole 
force,  and  entire- effedt  of  the  Excife,  are  derived  from  the 
plan  whicli  it  adopts  in  chargingand  collefting  the  duties; 
a  plan  that  has  not  the  fmalleft  neceflary  connedion  with  an 
arbitrary  mode  of  trial,  and  that  owes  its  fuccefs  to' the  \*if- 
dom  of  two  fpecific  principles :  the  firft  of  which  is,  that  the 
officer  Ihall  be  empowered  to  keep  an  account  of  the  trader*s 
ilock,  and  to  prevent,  by  this  expedient,  his  felling  a  greater 
qxiantity  of  goods  than  that  for  which  he  has  paid  the  legal 
demands  of  government;  the  other  principle  is,  that  this  ac- 
count of  ftock  fhall  he  taken  by  different  officers  in  fuccefllon, 
that  the  furveyor  Ihall  follow  the  gaugcr,  that  tlie  general 
furveyor  fhall  examine  and  be  a  check  upon  the  accounts  of 
both ;  and  that  the  mifchiefs  of  a  corrupt  connedlion  between 
the  trader  and  the  officer  fhall  be  prevented  or  remedied  by  a 
frequent  removal  of  the  latter  to  a  new  and  diftant  ftation. 

Am  I  afked  for  a  proof  of  thefe  afTertions?  Am  I  told  that 
in  fupport  of  an  opinion  which  denies  that  the  energy  of  the 
Excife  code  depends  on  its  judicial  fyftem,  the  evidence  of 
ftrong  fa£ts  fhould  be  produced  ?  My  anfwer  is,  the  proof  is 
eafy  ;  for  it  is  founded  on  two  fafts,  which  are  perfe<3ly  de- 
cifive.  Of  thefe,  the  ftrft  will  fhow  from  aflual  experience 
that  when  the  plan  of  collection,  as  already  defcribed,  is  com* 
pleatly  applied,  the  fyftem  of  arbitrary  trial  may  be  abandon- 
ed without  any  inconvenience.  The  fecond  of  the  two  fadls 
will  fhow  that  where  the  keeping  a  regular  account  of  ftock 
is  not  attainable,  and  where,  ofcourfe,  the  plan  of  collection 
cannot  be  applied,  the  powers  of  the  defpotic  tribunal  have 
been  found  to  be  altogether  inefre(5tuaK 

To  prove  the  firft  of  thefe  points,  the  perfeft  fufficiency  of 
the  mode  of  colkCtion  in  all  cafes  in  which  tlie  rules  of  the 
collection  apply,  I  appeal  to  the  efFeCt  of  the  Excife  duties  in 
the  two  great  articles  of  leather  and  malt;  for  in  all  decifions 
on  thofe  dutifs,  by  two  Juftjces  of  the  Peace,  (who  in  the 
country  reprefent  the  CommifTioners  of  the  Excife)  a  right  of 
appeal  to  the  judgement  of  a  jury  is  given  by  the  Jaw;  yet  I 
never  have  feen  the  fhadow  of  a  proof,  or  heard  of  the  remb- 

tcA 
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ted  inGnnation  that  the  duties  on  thefe  articles  are  lefs  faith* 
tuUy  paid,  or  lefs  eafily  collefled,  than  on  thofe  which  de« 
prive  the  fubjcfl  of  a  triah  by  his  peers. 

To  prove  the  fecond  of  the  two  points,  and  (hew  that  in 
thofe  cafes  in  which  the  officer  has  no  means  of  keeping  a  re* 
gular  account  of  ftock,  the  defpotic  jurifdiftion  of  the  hxcife 
is  wholly  unable  to  invigorate  the  fyftem,  I  appeal  to  the  eP 
fedlof  the  excife  duties  upon  tea;  for,  as  in  that  article,  the 
account  of  ftock  is  baffled  by  the  retail  trade,  the  confequence 
has  been,  that  as  long  as  the  high  duties  prefented  the  temp- 
tation, no  branch  of  the  revenue  was  ever  fo  over-run  with 
fraud;  yet  the  arbitrary  tribunal  of  the  CommiHioners  ex- 
cried  its  utmofl  force,  and  exhibited  a  convincing  proof,  that 
the  uneadnefs  which  the  conflitutional  obje£tions  to  its  ex- 
iftence  naturally  produce,  is  not  2^^:001  panied  by  the  delufive 
palliative  of  an  increafe  of  income  to  the  State. 

To  what,  then,  is  it  owing,  that  a  connexion,  fo  ufelefs, 
and  every  way  fo  impolitic,  between  a  judicious  mode  of  col- 
left  ing  the  revenue,  and  an  arbitrary  fyftem  of  trial,  has  pre- 
vailed from  the  eftablifliment  of  the  Excife  ?  It  can  only  be 
cribed  to  the  nature  of  that  bargain,  notexpreiTed  indeed,  but 
perfedly  underftood,  lietween  the  King,  on  the  one  part,  and 
the  Pa  rib  men  t  on  the  other,  from  which,  in  the  reign  of 
Charles  the  Second,  which  eftabliftied  the  ftatute,  the  excife 
originally  arofe;  for,  while  by  that  bargain,  a  compenfation 
was  given  to  the  Crown  for  the  revenue  which  had  arifen 
from  the  Court  of  War  is  and  Liveries,  which  Court  it  con- 
fented  toabolifh,  an  idea  feems  to  haVc  been  ftrangely  enter- 
tained^ that  an  equivalent  was  due  for  lofs  of  pfjwery  as  well 
as  for  defalcation  of  income,  and  that  in  juftice  to  the  Kingi 
the  abolition  of  one  defpotic  Court  ought  to  be  followed  by 
theeflabliftiment  of  another. 

On  the  conftitiition  of  the  Excife  tribunal,  the  nature  of 
the  evidence,  the  rapidity  with  which  the  notice  of  trial 
fucceeds  the  information,  and  on  which  tlie  execution  follows 
the  judgement,  I  fhall  not  comment  at  prefent ;  but,  in  a 
future  iefSon  of  Parliament,  I  hope  an  opportunity  for  the 
difcuffion  may  arife ;  for,  until  the  right  of  appeal  to  the 
judgement  01  a  jury  (hall  be  given,  every  extenfion  of  the 
excife  laws  muft  be  confidered  as  a  new  inroad  on  the  Con- 
ftitution  ;  an  inroad  that  will  ultimately  prove  as  injurious 
to  the  revenue^  as  in  its  immediate  effefts  it  is  obvioufly  de- 
tiimental  to  the  interefts  of  freedom.  For,  in  this  kingdom, 
the  grcateft  part  of  the  revenue  is  -colledled  on  the  capital 
which  is  employed  in  trade  ;  now,  the  amount  of  that  capital 
muft  depend  on  the  idea  entertained  of  its  fecurlty  ;.but  what 
idea  of  fccurity  is  compatible  with  a  trial,  in  which  the  judges 
*fe appointed  arid  paid  by  the  profecutor,  are  removable  at  the 
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pleafure  of  the  profecutor ;  and  in  which  the  evidence  for  the 
profecution  is  entitled  to  on^  half  of  the  penalties  and  forfei- 
tures that  ihall  refult  from  the  convi£tion  of  the  accufed  ? 

To  a  certain  extent^  the  exigence  of  an  arhitrary  tribunal, 
in  a  free  country^  may,  perhaps,  he  admitted,  without  aiiy 
high  degree  of  pra6Mcal  inconvenience;  for,  the  general  fpiric 
of  the  nation  limits  and  countera<Sts  thedelpoiic  fpirit  of  the 
Court;  but,  to  fubjedl  a  large  propqrtion  of  the  whole  trade 
of  the  kingdom  to  the  juriicli£lion  of  fuch  a  tribunal,  is  to 
weaken  the  bafis  which  on  the  revenue  princiixilly  rcAs.  It 
is  to  remove  the  (tones  from  the  foundation  of  the  colamii 
in  order  to  add  to  its  height.  ^ 

To  the  prcfent  motion,  for  the  reafons  which  I  have  af- 
figned,  I  cannot  give  my  fupport ;  but  if,  in  a  future  feilioii 
of  Parliament,  a  bill  1^.11  be  ofTeied,  to  eftablilh,  under 
certain  regulations,  the  right  of  the  fubjeS  to  appeal  from 
the  judgement  of  the  GommilTioners  of  Excife  to  the  judge- 
ment of  his  peers,  1  fliail  gladly  applaud  the  wifdom  of  the 
meafure,  and  be  happy  to  contribute  whatever  I  can  to  its 
fupport. 
Mr.  Mr.  Fultency  obferved,  that  lie  trufted  that  he  fliould  con- 

Puiiency.  flantly  feel  the  moft  invincible  determination  not  to  admit, 
that  becauib  there  would  be  a  multiplicity  of  fuits,  if  thofe 
under  llie  I  xcife  laws  were  allowed  the  benefit  of  trial  by 
jury,  this  circumftance  ihould  operate  as  a  fatisfaflory  rea- 
fon  for  denying  the  right  ef  trial  by  jury.  If  there  were  not 
tribunals  fuiScient,  lei  a  new  Court  be  inftituf^.  A  well- 
regulated  Govtrrnrntnt  (hould  be  open  to  tlw  hearing  of  all 
the  grievances  complained  of  by  its  fubjetls,  and  knowing 
the  expence  of  contefiing.  with  the  Crown,  people  would  not 
raflily  wafte  their  property,  and  appeal  to  the  Court,  unlets 
the  chance  of  ilieir  fuccteding  fliould  ap^iear  at  leaft  tolerably 
evident. 

Mr.  Fox.  Mr.  Fox  remarked,  that  he  felt  it  impoffible  to  difcover, 
without  concern,  that  many  perfons,  blinded  by  a  fpecie:*  of 
political  phrenzy,  were  thrown  into  fo  fuperftitious  a  reve- 
rence for  the  revenue,  -that  they  would  facrifice  every  point 
whatever  for  fuch  an  objetEt.  If  it  was  true  that  all  the  ri- 
gour of  the  Excite  laws  were  neceffary  for  the  protection  of 
the  revenue,  then  the  bill  as  it  ftood  was  to  he  juftifred,  ad- 
mitting, .what  he  never  could  agree  to,  its  principle  to  be 
right;  but,  if  it  were  true,  that  trial  by  jury  could  be  al- 
lowed witliout  injury  to  the  revenue,  how  cou'd  there  lie  a 
doubt  but  that  it  ought  at  leaf!  to  he  relbrted  to  as  an  expe- 
riment ?  The  tobacco  manufaflurers  not  having  the  Excife 
law5  applied  to  them  before,  had  every  right  and  claim  of 
juftice  to  the  ulmoll  latitude  of  legiflative  Indulgrnce.  Their 
cafe  was  diAindl  and  dilieretit  from  that  of  other  trades  long 
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iince  fubjefted  to  Excife  laws.  If  it  failed  of  the  wifhed-for 
tffeGtj  and  the  excife  was  defeated  of  its  obje£l,  (the  fecurity 
of  the  revenue)  and  it  fhould  be  found  that  the  failure  was 
owing  to  the  fraudulent  conduct  of  the  manufaAurerj  of 
tobacco  and  fnuff,  then  they  would  only  deprive  them  of 
their  birth-rights,  which  ought  never  to  be  done  but  in  cafet 
of  the  mofl  urgent  necefllty.  As  to  the  multiplicity  of  caufes^ 
men  who  thought  that  they  (hould  not  get  redrefs,  were  not 
likely  to  apply  for  juftice.  But  it  was  a  matter  which  would 
be  brought  to  a  queflion  of  fafb,  and  if  there  fhould  arife  a 
multipliv.ity  of  caufos,  it  would,  doubtlefs,  be  at  the  begin- 
ning, As  to  the  queflion,  whether  the  tobacco  manufa£tu* 
rers  merited  any  particular  indulgence;  undoubtedly,  they 
did  not  merit  any  particular  indulgence ;  they  did  not  claim 
it;  but  furely,  they  did  not  merit  any  particular  hard(hips« 
When  they  talked  in  thatHoufe,  day  after  day,  of  the  birth- 
rights of  Englifiimen,  for  which  they  had  fhed  their  blood, 
and  were  ready  to  fhed  it  again,  did  they  mean  nothing  but 
empty  founds  ?  The  lateneiis  of  the  period  of  the  feilion,  the 
icanty  attendances,  and  the  impoflibility  of  his  doing  any 
good,  Mr.  Fox  faid,  had  been  his  reafons  hitlierto  for  not 
troubling  the  Houfe  with  any  rematks  on  the  fubje^t ;  but  he 
could  wifh  gentlemen  to  confider,  that  the  extendon  of  the  * 
Excife  laws  was  a  very  important  objeiSl,  and  that  bringing 
fuch  a  meafure  forward  at  that  time  of  the  year,  when  it 
could  not  be  properly  difcufled,  betrayed  a  moft  inexcufahle 
indiflFerence  concerning  tlie  fights  and  liberties  of  their  com- 
patriots, 

Mr.  /It torney  General cohtetiAti  that  it  would  prove  equally  Attorney 
detrimental  and  impolitic  to  introduce  any  innovation  in  a  General, 
fyftem  of  laws  which  had  continued  in  force  fince  the  reign 
of  Charles  the  Second. 

Mr.  Sheridan  obferved  that,  although  too  well  afTured  that  Mr. 
every  eflFort  to  procure  relief  would  fail  of  its  defircd  fuc-  Sheridan, 
cefs,  he  could  not  avoid  advifing  gentlemen  to  take  care  of 
.  being  feduced  into  the  idea  pf  the  trial  by  jury  being  ever 
fuffered  to  prevail  in  cafes  of  excife,  by  the  gentlemen  on  the 
other  fide  the  Houfe.  One  honourable  gentleman  over  the 
way  talked  of  the  excife  laws  taking  place  in  the  reign  of 
Charles  the  Second. ,  A  learned  and  honourable  gentleman 
badfaid,  if  they  Introduced  the  trial  byj6ry,  it  would  bean 
innovation  ;  now,  the  fa6l  was,  the  excife  laws  were  an  in- 
novation on  the  conilitution,  and  every  extendon  of  them 
was  an  additional  innovation.  But  the  light  in  which  gen- 
tlemen differently  placed  it  was  very  curious  ;  every  perfoii 
found  that  it  would  be  a  defirable  point  to  have  a  trial  by 
jury ;  but,  one  faid^  "  Let  us  not  tamper  with  the  exiilingre- 
^  venue;  wait  awhile^  till  the  excife  is  more  extended,  and 
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'^  then  we  will  have  a  general  bill."  Another  liad  faid  before, 
**  If  it  was  a  particular  cafe,  there  would  be  no  ohjeAion  to 
*^  try  the  experiment;"  aiidfo  between  the  two  oppofite  rea- 
fons,  there  was  no  hopie  of  ever  obtaining  the  i*clief  defired. 
^Ir.  Sheridan  mentioned  the  cafe  of  one  Corenno,  a  manu- 
fafturer  eftablifbed  in  Fruffia,  whofe  fecrets  in  his  trade  the 
Government  wifhed  to  diftfover,  and,  for  that  purpofe,  were 
preparing  to  fubjeft  him  to  regulations  like  thofe  of  excifo. 
The  confequence  was,  that  he  inflantly  removed,  eftabltihed 
his  manufa£lory  near  Amilerdam,  and  the  Court  of  Berlin 
in  vain  endeavoured  lo  prevail  on  him  to  bring  his  manufac- 
ture back  to  Pruflia.  Mr.  Sheridan  lard  confiderable  ftrefs 
on  the  difclofureof  the  rayfterits  of  fnufF-making,  which, 
he  contended,  were  flill,  under  the  bill,  expofed  to  the  dif- 
covery  of  the  excife  officers.  As  a  proof  of  the  value  of  the 
fecret  of  mixing,  he  flated  that  Brazil  fnuftV  which  coft  but 
fixpence^  pound  originally,  by  the  flavour  given  it  in  mix- 
ing, fold  for  ten  flullings  a  pound.    • 

At  length,  the  Houfe  divided  on  thequeAioii, 

Ayes,   16;    Noes,  55. 

The  claufes  were  then  proceeded  with,  until  the  claufe, 
prohibiting  the  manufafturer  frcmmixing  fand  In  his  tobacco 
was  read,  on  which  a  debate  took  place  between  Meflrs. 
Sheridan,  Rofe,  Berkeley,  Phipps,  Fox,  Newnham,  Saw- 
bridge,  and  the  Marquis  of  Graham  ;  but,  as  the  arguments 
were  not  particularly  novel  or  yterefting,  we^all  not  tref- 
pafs  upon  the  time  of  our  readei  s,  by  a  recapitulation. 
.  The  quelVion  was  put,  and  the  lioufe  divided. 
Ayes,  62;    Noes  14.     Majority  48. 

When  the  Speaker  put  the  qiieftion  for  the  bill  being  in* 
grofled, 
Sir  Wat-  Sir  /'f^atlln  Lcivcs  having  piemifed  how  imperfefl  the  bill 
kin  Lewes  had  been  when  it  was  iirfl:  introduced  into  the  Houfe,  added, 
that  notwithftanding  thofc  amenilments,  he  thought  it  iiiade- 
.  quate  to  tlic  purpofe  prcpoftd.  Tlie  bill,  inflead  of  fecuring 
the  revenue,  would  decieafe  it,  in  the  opinion  cf  thofe  who 
were  the  rooft  competent  judges.  It  laid  fuch  reilriflions 
upon  the  fair  manufacSturer,  as  tended  to  drive  him  out  of 
the  country,  and  by  giving  the  inhabitants  of  other  countries 
the  benefit  of  the  manufafture  inflead  of  this,  it  would  leiTen 
the  importation  of  tobacco,  which  would  be  configned  to 
foreign  countiies,  arid  the  articles  and  commodities  of  other 
•ountries  would  be  talon  in  exchange,  and  in  preference  to 
thofe  of  their  own.  The  general  trade  of  the  country  was 
involved  in  the  fubjccl,  freightage  and  infurance,  whilft 
they  were  attempting  to  fccure  a  revenue  at  the  hazard  of 
tjx»  trad«  and  welfaic  of  the  ccuntrv. 

■  Mr. 
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Mr.  Samuel  Smith  referred  to  the  periods  at  which  exclfe  Mr.  S. 
laws  had  pafled,  and  Aated  the  different  circum fiances  un-  Smith, 
der  which  the  manufa£lure  might  be  carried  oa  in  Holland 
and  at  home.  In  Holland,  the  manufaflurer  could  derive 
as  much  profit  from  turning  a  capital  of  two  thoufand 
pounds  as  he  could  do  here  from  the  employ  of  a  capital  of 
ten  thoufand.  He  cautionv^d  the  Hojufe^  therefore,  againft 
the  obvious  refult  of  this  commrative  advantage.  Where 
the  difference  was  To  great,  how  could  we  cxj)e£l  the  Bri^iiH 
manufacturer  to  remain-iai  home  after  he  had  been  fubje£ted 
to  the  embarraffing  and  irkfome  reftri6lions  of  the  prefent 
bill?  The  bill,  he  contended,  wottld,  altered  as  it  was, 
difclofe  the  myfteries  of  the  fnuff  man u factory,  upon  which 
more  than  gentlemen  imagined  depended.  What,  he  jifked, 
had  hitherto  coniined  the  fnulF  manufad^ures  to  this  country, 
but  the  rayftery  of  mixing  the  articles  of  manufafture,  fo  a& 
to  give  the  fnufF  a  flavour,  which  the  foreign  manufacturer 
could  not  imitate  'Ihe  inflant  the  bill  pafled,  manufactu- 
rers would  he  tempted  by  the  advantage  of  carry'ng  on  their 
manufadlory  at  fouc-fifihs  lefs  capital,  to  go  abroad  and  fet- 
tle on  the  other  fide  the  water:  they  would  carry  with  them 
the  myflery  of  fcenting  and  flavouring  their  fnufFs,  and  the 
circumdances  which  had  operated  tiitherto  as  an  infgrmount- 
able  objection  to  the  fale  of  foreign  manufactured  fnuffs 
would  no  longer  avail.  Mr.  Smith  compared  tobacco  with 
teas  as  an  article  of  fmuggling,  and  afked  if  they  couldy 
from  the  natufie  and  circumrtances  of  the  cafe,  have  made  a 
law  againft  fmuggling  or  feilirig  fmuggled  teas  ?  As  much 
ilifEcuIty,  he  contended,  ftood  in  the  way  of  preventing  the 
fmuggling  of  tobacco.  Was  there  a  Member,  he  defired  to 
know,  who  could  fay  that  the  article  would  not  be  fmug- 
gled?  Let  them,  therefore,  not  adopt  a  meafure  which  would 
prove  inefFcClual,  but  bring  \w  a  new  bill,  either  that  fefSon 
or  the  next,  which  fiiould  be  praClicable  and  more  likely  to 
anfwer  the  purpofe  of  the  revenue  without  lo  much  incon- 
venience and  oppreflSon  of  the  fair  trader. 

Mr.  fVigley  fignified  his  objections  againft  the  bill  in  its  Mr. 
prefent  form,  notwithftanding  all  the  advantages  which  it  WigUy. 
bad  received,  as  he  was  free  to  confpfs,  in  the  Committees. 
Whenever  a  matter  of  necefT.ty  fhould  prefent  itfelf  urgent 
enough  to  warrant  the  extenfion  of  the  excife  laws,  Mr. 
FVigley  faid,  he  might  be  brought  to  approve  their  extenfion  ; 
but  other  wife,  he  trufted  that  every  man  who  heard  him 
Would  agree  with  him,  that  the  excife  laws  ought  not  to  be 
extended. 

Mr.  Alderman  TVutfon  did,  he  hoped,  early  in  ^he  courfe  Mf.  Aid. 
of  theenfumg  fefhon,  to  fee  a  bill  introducetl  for  the  pur-  Waifon, 
pole  of  applying  the  right  of  trial  by  jury  to  ail  perfon<  fub- 
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.  jefled  to  the  laws  of  excife.  He  defcanted  refpeaing  the 
circum fiances  on  which  a  free  and  liberal  commerce  chiefly 
depended  for  its  profperity;  it  was  not  on  the  fight  of  ar- 
miesy  or  of  the  arfenals  of  fleets,  but,  on  national  encou- 
ragement and  prote6lion.  He  argued  the  great  advantage 
refuking  from  the  bulk  of  the  article  of  tobacco  in  refptft 
to  our  carrying  trade,  and  fpoke  of  Lord  North's  a£t  in  fa- 
vour of  that  important  part  of  our  navigation  with  applaufe. 
America,  he  faid,  it  was  wcU  known,  produced  but  three 
ilaples,  tobacco,  rice,  and  indigo,  and  we  ought  to  make 
the  moft  of  each,  confidering  that  they  were  raw  materials 
and  therefore  the  more  valuable.  He  ftated  the  nature  of 
the  bonds  to  be  given  upon  exporting,  and  the  penalties  to 
which  the  merchants  who  gave  fuch  bonds  were  liable,  (for- 
merly 5000,  and  now  3000I.)  unlefs  the  faid  bonds  Were  re- 
deemed by  the  exhibition  of  certificates  from  the  foreign 
polls  where  the  tobacco  was  landed.  He  explained,  that 
much  of  the  tobacco  expoited  was  landed  at  ports,  wlience 
no  legal  certificate  could  be  obtained,  the  importation  of 
tobacco  from  England  into  thofe  ports  being,  by  the  law  of 
thofe  countries,  prohibited.  He  declared,  that  the  prefent 
was  the  flage  of  the  bill  at  which  he  (hould  make  his  iland  ; 
that  he  had  oppofed  it  upon  its  principle,^  and  oppofed  it  in 
detail,  but  that  he  had  not  harrafTed  it  with  a  captious  op- 
pofition.  He  admitted,  that  it  was  altered  much  for  the  bet- 
ter in  the  Committee,  and  that  a  great  part  of  the  obje6lions 
to  it  was  done  away  ;  but  concluded  with  dcfiring  the  Houfe 
•  not  to  flatter  themfelves  that  the  commerce  of  the  country 
would  wear  fuch  fetters  as  tliat  bill  provided,  and  afluring 
them,'  that  they  were  giving  up  the  fubllance  for  the  ilxa- 
dow. 
Mr.  Mr.  Sheridan  faid,  that  no  perfon  on  that  fide  of  the  Houfe 

Sheridan,  had  made  the  fmalleft  objedlion  to  the  bill,  till  after  the  trade 
and  the  city  of  London  liad  petitioned  againft  it;  wlienlhey 
had  ipiagine'd  that  the  fentiments  of  fo  refpedlahle  a  body, 
expreflfed  in  the  moft  marked  manner  that  ever  ha<l  perhaps 
been  known  againft  any  bill  of  commercial  regulation,  would 
have  expe? ienced  that  degree  of  refpevSt  and  attention  which 
had  been  formerly  tlie  conftant  and  uniform  confequence  of 
petitions  from  the  city  againft  bills  of  that  defcription  ;  but, 
in  the  prefent  cafe,  the  petitioners  had  been  paid  not  the 
leaft  attention  to.  He  could  have  wiflied  that  the  two  ho- 
nourable gentlemen  behind  him,  who  fpoke  laft,  had  con- 
tented theinfelv^es  with  making  their  oppofitlon  to  the  bill 
in  the  manner  they  thought  beft,  without  obliquely  convey- 
ing reflections  on  the  conduct  of  other  genMem^n  who  W 
afted  diflfcrently.  He  had  attended  to  the  bill  in  all  its 
ilages,  and  liflened  to  all  the  evidence,  and  perhaps  be  ihould 
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give  the  honourable  gentlemen  but  little  infortnation)  when 
he  informed  them,  that  the  properell  time  for  oppoGng  the 
principle  of  a  bill>  was  on  the  fecond  reading;  the  time 
foroppoiing  it  in  detail  was  in  the  Committee;  the  time  ot 
oppoHng  both  principle  and  detail  was  on  the  report ;  and 
that  the  oppofition  of  the  report  was  the  feebleft  of  all  oppo- 
fition,  excepting  to  the  third  reading. 

Mr.  Samuel  Smith  begged  leave  to  aflTure  the  honourable  Mr.  Sam« 
gentleman  who  fpoke  laft,  that  he  had  totally  mifinterpreted    Smiths 
his  meaning. 

Mr.  Smith  was  told  from  the  Chair,  that  he  might  fpeak 
in  explanation^  when  the  honourable  gentleman  fat  down^ 
but  could  not  interrupt  him,  unlefs  be  fpoke  to  order. 

Mr.  Smith  faid,  he  fpoke  to  order,  and  was  proceeding  to 
anfwer  Mr.  Sheridan,  when  he  was  again  called  to  order. 

Mr.  Sheridan  continuing,  remarked  that  he  flionld  be  forry  Mr. 
tomifinterpret  any  gentleman's  arguments.  He  was  not  aware  Sheridan* 
when  the  two  honourableMembers  had  their  inAru£iions  from 
Worcefter;  but  they  certainly  would  not  have  fliewn  their 
zeal  lefs  if  they  had  oppofed  the  bill  more  in  the  Committee. 
They,  perhaps,  confounded  the  principle  of  legiflattire  and 
thatof  manufadluring  tobacco,  and  thought  it  wrong  to  enter 
the  houfe,  during  the  procefs  of  manufa£luring  the  claufes, 
^nd  mixing  the  provifions,  and  meafuring  the  ingredients, 
in  like  manner  as  they  would  have  the  Excife  officer  avoid 
entering  the  room  when  the  procefs  of  the  manufa£lure  of  to- 
bacco or  fnuff  and  the  mixing  of  materials  was  going  on. 
That  was  a  very  good  rule  in  making  tobacco,  but  not  ia 
making  a  law. 

Mr.  Smith  declared  that  he  had,  from  the  b^inning»  op-      Mr. 
pofed  the  bill ;  that  he  had  troubled  the  Houfe,  perhaps,  too     Smith, 
often,  in  every  (lage  of  it,  and  meant  what  he  faid  before  as 
an  apology  for  that  conduA ;  that  he  had  thought  it  more 
manlv  to  do  fo,  inftead  of  waiting  to  feel  the  pulfe  of  the 
Houie  firft  upon  the  fubjed. 

Mr.  /f.  Thornton  faid,  that  the  obfervations  of  the  honour-  Mr.  H. 
^ble  gentleman  (Mr.  Sheridan)  who  fpoke  before  him,  and  Thormon 
who  had  complained  that  gentlemen  were  fo  late  in  oppofing 
this  bill,  applied,  perhaps,  as  much  to  the  right  honourable 
gentleman  (Mr.  Fox)  who  fat  next  him,  as  to  any  other  per- 
sons in  the  Houfe.  For  his  own  part,  being  an  enemy  to 
this  bill,  he  had  often  lamented  that  the  right  honourable 
gentleman,  and  many  other  of  his  frienda  who  were  equally 
adverfe,  had  not  come  down  to  the  Houfe  upon  fo  popular^ 
AS  well  as  proper,  an  occafion  ;  but  had  delayed  their  oppo- 
fition fo  long,  that  there  was  now  no  hope  of  its  being  ef- 
fedual.  The  honourable  gentleman  had  complained,  that 
no  notice  had  been  taken  of  the  bill  on  the  day  of  its  being 
Vol.  XXVI.   .  3H  firft 
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firft  opened  to  the  Houfe.  He  believed  he  informed  the  ho- 
nourable gentleman  Upon  this  point:  the  Members^  for  the 
melropolisand  its  neighbourhood  were  all  ahfent,  except  him- 
felf,  at  the  commemoration  of  the  repeal  of  the  fliop  tax,  and 
he  had  alfo  been  under  a  confiderable  dilemma,  whether  to 
obey  the  requell  of  feme  of  his  coHllituenTs,  who  called  his 
attention  to  the  tobacco  bill,  or  the  requeft  of  others,  who 
invited  him  at  the  fame  time  to  the  commemoration. 

Theprinciplc  upon  which  he  oppofed  the  bill,  was  notex- 
aflly  the  fame,  as  had  hitherto  been   urged  in  the  Houfe, 
The  manufaflurers,  the  counfel,   and  other  gentlemen  who 
foltoweil  them,  had,  in  his   idea,  reftcd  their  objeflions  too 
much  on  the  trouble  and  difficulties  to  which  the  manufac- 
turers would  be  put,  by  being  fubjefl  to  the  excife  laws. 
This  was  an  -objedlion   of  fome  weight,  certainly,  hut  not 
lufBcient  to    overthrow  the  bill;    and  indeed,  it   was  now 
proved  to  be  but  a  weak  ground  of  argument,  fince  mach 
of  their  objection  was  adlually  removed  by  the  amendments 
made  in  the  Committee,  and  thofe  who  went  only  upon  this 
principle  were  therefofenow  left  with  littleground  to  ftand 
upon.     His  own  great  objeflron  to  the  bill  was  this,  that  it 
was  a  violent  and  vain  attempt  to  obtain  a  revenue  of  4   or 
500  per  cent,    from  an    article  which   could  not  po/fibty  be 
made  to  yield  it ;  and  he  could  not  help  fearmg,  that  while 
we  were  thus  grafping  at  revenue,  we  might  lofe  the  manu- 
failure  itfelf.     The  evidence  of  feveral  perfoi>s  at  the  bar, 
as  well  as  many  other  circumftances,  proved  that  there  was 
a  real  danger  of  this   fort.    "He  hopei!,   however,  that  Go- 
vernment would  be  watchful  upon  tliis  point,  and  in  cafe  the 
bill  fliotild  fail  of  its  effeift,  which  a  tittle  time  would  Ihew, 
that  they  would  come  forward  and  propofe  a  redudlion  of 
the  duty,  which  he  heartily  wifhed  they  had  been  willing  to 
do  now.     There  were,  as  yet,  he  doubted  not,  many  fair 
dealers  in  this  trade,  who,  though  they  muft  lofe  money  at 
prefent,  were  induced  to  perfevere  merely  by  the  hope,   that 
fomething  eiFedlual  would  at  length  be  done  for  their  relief; 
bewiihed,  therefore,  for  the   fake  of  fuch  perfons,  ftiU  to 
hold  out  the  expedtation,  that  fome  period  would  be  put  to 
the  hardfliips  under  which  they  were  placed  by  thefc  enor- 
dutics.     As  to  the  popular  argument  of  excife,  he  did 
infider  this  as  conclufive  upon  the  fubjefl,  becaufe,  if 
cife  was  more  necefTary   in  the  cafe  of  tobacco,  than 
:r  cafes  to  which  it  was  already  applied,  he  thought  it 
seven    to  take  fome  other  articles  out  of  the  excife 
,  ^rad  if  neceflary,  to  fubftitute  tobacco  in  the  place. 
tide  of  tea,  which  was  ftill  under  the  excife,  might, 
s,  be  allowed  to   he  taken  out.     His  chief  objefiion 
e  inefficiency  (^f^e  bill,  and  the  application  of  the 
6  /  excife 
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excife  laws,  without  fufiicient  reafon  to  juflify  it :  he  liad 
voted  often  in  the  Committee,  contrary  to  many  prrfons 
whom  he  now  joined  in  oppofmg  the  bill,  becaufehe  wiflied 
togi?eit  every  fair  chance  of  luccefs,  by  making  it  as  effi- 
cient and  as  good  a  bill  as  poflibie,  but  he  could  not  help 
fearing  that  it  would  be  found  to  fail  of  its  efTedl. 

Mr.  Fox  remarked,  that    the  honourable   gentleman  had  Mr.  Fox. 
talked  of  the  bed  mode  of  oppofing  a  meafure  ;  but,   for  his 
his  part,  he  thought  it  was  the  duty  of  every  man  to  oppose 
what  he  thought  fit  to  be  oppofed,  in  the  manner  in  which 
be  conceived  his  oppofition  could  be  moflefFed^ually  applied. 
He  did  not  wonder  at  what  his  honourable  friend  (Mr.  She- 
ridan) had  faidy  when  .the  honourable  gentlemen  behind  hsm 
had  (kclared  that  they  took  their  Aand  there,  and  did  not 
approve  of  harrailing  the  bill,  by  hanging  on  it  perpetually, 
not  deeming  it  liberal  to  oppofe  a  meal u re  in  every  Ibge. 
There  certainly  wasa  degree  of  oblique  cenfurc  on  the  conduct 
of  other  gentlemen  conveyed  in  fuch  obfervations.     Perhaps, 
like  him,  fomc  of  the  gentlemen,    Mr.  Fox  fa  id,   had  not 
attended  much  to  the  bufmef^.     He  had  not,  he  owned,   he- 
caufefrom  the  fort  of  manner  in  which  the  firfl  mention  of 
the  bill  had  been  received,  he  faw  clearly  that  little  eiFe£lual 
oppofition  could  be  made  again fl  it.     He  agreed,  notwith- 
ftanding,    that  every  man  fliould  attend    to  the  bufinefs 
throughout,  whenever  there  was  a  profpedt  of  its    being 
crowned  with  fuccefs,  and  when  there  was  a  probability  of 
fuch  being  the  effeft,  perhaps,  harraffing  a  meafure  by  con- 
t'uiued  oppofition  in  every  ftage  of  it,  was  the   moft  likely 
way  of  putting  an  end  to  and  defeating  a  bad  meafure.     If 
the  meafure  did  not  prove  either  bad,  or  fo  bad  as  to  call  for 
determined  oppofition,  fuch  a  mode  of  oppofing  it  was  cer- 
tainly not  neceflary.    There  was  another  point  which  called 
for  obiervation,  and  that  was,  what  the  honourable  gentle- 
mad  who  fpoke  lad  had  faid  of  the  meeting  in  commemoration 
of  the  repeal  of  the  fliop  tax.     He  did   not  think  that  ho- 
nourable gentleman,  of  all  men,  would  have  attempted  to 
ridicule  the  repeal  of  the  fliop  tax,  hecaufe  the  honourable 
gentleman  had  more  than  once  profefTed  himfelf  to  be  a  fin- 
cere  well-wifher  to  thift  meafure.  Perfeverance,  the  honour- 
able gentleman  had  faid,  would  do  all  things,  and  the  flrength 
and  efFedl  of  perfeverance  was   never   more  fully  feen  than 
on  that  occafion.     The  repeal  of  the  (hop  tax  was  a  fit  fubjeft 
of  commemoration,  becaufe  it  was  the  triumph  of  reafon  and 
juft  argument  over  ignorance  and  obftinacy.     It  was  alfo 
worthy  of  commemoration,  ih  as  much  as  it  proved  to  that 
Houfe,  that  a  blind  confidence  ought  not  always  to  be  placed 
in  Minifters,  fince  the  propofers  of  the  (hop  tax  had  been  at 
length  obliged  to  confcfs,  that  the  reafons  affigned  for  the 
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propriety  of  its  repeal  were  founded  in  truth,  and  that  the 
grounds  on  which  the  propofers  of  it  had  maintained  and  de- 
fended It,  were  erroneous  and  delufive.    With  regard  to  the 
popular  aft  of  oppofing  the  prefent  bill,  which  the  honour- 
able gentleman  who  fpoke  laft  had  farcailically  imputed  as 
the  caufe  of  his  attendance  that  day,  Mr.  Fox  denied  that  his 
attendance  was  occafioned  by  any  deCre  of  feizing  on  that 
opportunity   of  retaining  popularity.     In  faft,  if  any  fuch 
weak  and  idle  motive  could  influence  his  public  condud,  on 
any  occafion,  that  was  an  unfeafonable  moment  for  its  exer- 
cife ;  becaufe,  fo  far  from  oppoiition  to  the  meafure  being 
popular,  he  had  every  reafon  to  believe,  that  it  unfortunately 
happened  that  the  reverfe  was  the  fa£l,  and  that  the  people 
of  this  country  were  fo  changed  in  their  nature,  and  fo  altered 
in  their  feelings,  that  they  had  become,  as  it  were,  enamoured 
of  the  colleflors  of  taxes,  efpecially  under  the  Excife  laws, 
and  that  they  looked  up  with  eagernefs  and  with  gratification, 
to  invite  themoft  wanton  exercife  of  power;  and,  as  if  nau- 
feated  with  th«  fweetnefs  of  liberty,  were  anxious  to  wear  the 
badge  of  flavery  and  of  defpot^fm.     As  to  his  not  having  at- 
tended the  bill  more  clofely,  he  had  already  flated,  that  he 
had  not  done  fo,  becaufe  he  plainly  faw,  that  all  oppofition 
would  be  fruitlefs ;  but  furcly,  the  lionourable  gentleman, 
and  other  gentlemen  of  the  fame  defcription,  had  no  right  to 
cxpefl  that,  on  every  occafion,  when  the  intcrefts  of  their 
conftituents,  or  fome  perfonal  motive  to  themfelves,  induced 
them  to  wifti  the  meafure  of  the  Minifter  oppofed^  that  he, 
and  thofe  who  afted  with  him,  would  be  at  their  command, 
and  ready  to  aft  as  perpetual  adverfaries  of  the  Minifter  and 
his  mtafures,  whether  thofe  meafures  fhould  appear  to  them 
to  be  well  or  ill  founded  ?  It  fliould  feem  as  if  the  honourable 
gentlemanf  and  thofe  who  purfued  the  fame  general  political 
•    line  of  conduft,  but  who,   nevertheTeCs  oppofed  the  prefent 
bill,  confidered  Oppofition   as   the  (landing  counfel  againft 
the  Crown  in  that  Houfe,  ever  to  be  reforted  to  in  the  mo- 
ments of  difficulty,  and  therefore  as  neceflary  to  exiftas  Ad- 
miniftration.     What  was  this  but  laughing  at  them?  What 
was  it  but  faying,  "  We  have  put  you  into  the  moft  humi- 
**  iiating  fituation  ;  you  fliall  have  np  ftiare  of  the  power, 
"  no  fliare  of  the  honours,  or  emoluments  of  office;  but  we 
"  expeft  to  command  your  public  fervices,  to  profit  by  what- 
"  ever  abilities   you   may  poflefs,  to  be  joined  by  you  and 
"  your  friends,  whenever  we  want  the  affiftancc  of  either." 
Was  it  not,  in  other  words,  faying,  **  We  have  raifed  one 
*^  man  to  a  degree  of  power  which  makes  all  oppofition  ufc- 
**  lefs.     By  our  falfe  clamours  againft  you,  and  ojur  delu- 
"  fions  refpefting  him,  we  have  taught  the  Public  to  look 
"  up  to  him  as  fomething'more  than  man  ;  hence  his  roca- 
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'*  fures,  however  mifchievous,  however  fatal,  are  fcarcely 
**  toberefifted;  bat  remember,  we  look  to  you  to  war^h 
^'  him.  Do  you  take  care  that  he  does  no  mifchief  in  his 
*'  ficuation.  It  is  your  office  to  found  the  alarm,  when 
^'  danger  lurks  beneath  a  plaufible  pretext ;  and  to  oppofe 
•*  yourfelves  to  the  occafion,  fo  that  the  evil  may  be  in  time 
**  averted."  Having"  deprived  them  of  the  means  of  refiftance 
with  any  hopes  of  fuccefs,  by  putting  them  into  fo  ufelefs  a 
fituatioot  to  call  upon  them  to  oppofe,  toeheck^ndto  flop 
the  Minifler*s  meaPures,  was  neither  more  nor  lefs  than  di- 
ledly  laughing  in  their  faces,  and  adding  infult  to  injury. 

Mr.  Fox  deiared  that  he  was  one  who  differed  much  from 
the  honour<ibIe  Alderman  behind  him,  who  had  faid  that 
he  thought  that  this  bill  was  following  former^examples. 
Under  no  Adminiftration  had  the  excife  been  extended  in 
the  manner  that  it  had  been  under  the  prefent.  He  had  feen 
the  fuftian  manufaf^ure  attempted  to  b«  put  under  the  excife, 
but  he  thanked  Heaven  that  the  attempt  had  proved  abor- 
tive. When  he  faw  the  wines  put  under  the  excife,  he  had 
then  oppofed  it,  becaufe  he  would  oppofe  every  cxtenfion  of 
the  excife  laws,  being  convinced  that  they  were  a  fyftem  of 
laws  tinder  which  no  freeman  ought  to  live,  as  they  were 
utterly  incompatible  with  a  free  conAitution.  The  excife 
upon  wines  had  been  faid  to  have  proved  fuccefsfu) ;  if  they 
had  proved  ever  fo  fuccefsful,  Aill  he  fhould  retain  his  opi- 
nion againft  that  meafure.  But  he  did  not  admit  that  the 
fcheme  refpefting  wines  had  been  fairly  tried,  or  that  its  ap- 
parent fuccefs  was  imputable  to  the  articles  being  under  ex- 
cife laws.  The  French  commercial  treaty  had  taken  place 
foon  after  the  wines  were  put  under  the  excife  laws,  and  the 
increafe  of  the  confumption  of  wines,  and  the  wine  duty 
revenue,  might  as  properly  be  afcribed  to  the  efFe<Ss  of  the 
commercial  treaty,  as  to  the  efFe£^s  of  the  application  of 
excife  laws  to  the  article.  But  his  objeilions  were  founded 
in  other  notions  than  a  mere  view  of  the  revenue.  He  was 
aware  that,  with  fome  men,  an  increafe  of  revenue  out- 
weighed every  other  confideration.  He  thought  far  diffe- 
rently; it  was  the  probable  fuccefs  of  the  application  of  the 
excife  laws  to  tobacco  which  he  deprecated,  becaufe  he  con- 
fidered  a  farther  extenfion  of  thofe  laws,  as  an  addrtional 
fymptom  that  by  degrees  all  our  trade  would  be  fuhjede4 
to  the  excife  laws,  and  our  liberties  and  our  conflitution, 
hitherto  regarded  as  Ineftimable,  and  boafled  of  repeatedly 
as  beyond  all  price,  would  fall  a  facrifice  to  revenue.  How- 
ever old  fafhioned  the  idea  might  be,  he  gloried  in  faying,  that 
if  the  excife  on  tobacco  would  bring  in  half  a  million  a  year, 
iie  would  oppofe  it.  It  was  the  principle  of  extenfion  of  the 
excife  laws  which  he  refifted;  and  in  doing  fo,  he  confidered 
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the  iiicreafe  of  revenue  as  no  obje£i.  He  declared,  that  he 
ratlier  took  the  opportunity  of  faying  this,  becaufe  it  might 
he  objefled  againfl  him,  that,  as  he,  the  other  day,  had  con* 

'  tended,  that  our  revenues  fell  fhort  of  our  expenditure,  and 
that  means  for  their  increafe  ought  to  be  reforted  to,  he  of 
all  men  ought  not  to  oppofe  the  prefent  bill,  which  was  one 
of  thofe  means  which,  in  the  confideration  of  the  prefent 
Miniilers,  was  deemed  mofl  likely  to  prove  effedtuaU  He 
did,  neverthelefs,  refift  the  bill,  becaufe  he  confidered  the 
extenfion  of  the  excife  laws  as  undermining  the  foundation 

,  of  our  Conftitution  with  a  view  to  raife  the  fuperAruflure^ 
which  would  be  a  facrifice  that  no  friend  to  his  country 
ought  to  confent  to  make.  But  fo  far  from  this  bill  an- 
fwering  its  end  and  producing  a  large  encreafe  of  revenue, 
he  had  heard  perfons,  who  might  be  fuppofed  beft  to  know 
the  fubjeft,  fay  that  the  bill  would  produce  a  contrary  ef- 
fect, and  that  the  trade  would  fall  in  confequence.  He  rea- 
foned  upon  the  dangerous  effedl  of  thus  extending  the  excife 
laws,  and  contended,  that  it  manifefted  a  forgetfulnefs  of 
thofe  bleflings,  which  it  was  fo  much  our  habit  to  hoaft  of 
as  an  enjoyment  beyond  the  reach  of  moll  other  nations* 
It  feemed  as  if  liberty  and  a. free  conftitution  were  merely 
talked  of  and  not  felt ;  as  if  they  were  words  only  fit  to  de- 
corate a  fpeech  in  Parliament;  a  beautiful  theory,  but  no 
longer  compatible  with  pradiice,  or  fit  for  enjoyment.  It 
was  the  more  wonderful  that  this  apathy  to  a  fenfe  of  our 
own  advantages  fhould  take  place  at  a  period  when  this 
country  wds  enlightened  almoft  beyond  all  other  nations, 
when  it   was  cliftinguiihed,   not  only  for  the  extenfion  of 

•  fcience;  not  only  for  the  fpreading  of  literature;  not  only 
for  the  fuccefs  and  improvement  of  the  fine  arts;  not  only 
for  its  fuperior  advances  in  hiftory,  philofophy,  and  univer- 
Inl  toleration;  but  for  all  which  was  great  and  glorious, 
ufeful  and  ornamental  in  man!  That,  at  fuch  a  moment,  we 
fhould  be  fo  hhnd  to  our  own  advantage,  fo  madly  bent  on 
facrificing  the  folid  and  fubflantial  bleflings  we  enjoyed, 
was  moft  aflonifliing;  but  nothing  could  be  more  certain, 
than  that  if  we  went  on  extending  the  excife  laws  in  the 
manner  we  had  lately  done,  it  would  be  a  preference  of  re- 
venue to  the  Conftitution  of  the  country. 

When  this  country  ceafed  to  be  free,  the  people  would 
ceafe  to  he  induftrlous,  and  confequently  ceafe  to  be  weal- 
thy, and  when  the  nation  ceafe  to  he  wealthy,  it  would  ceafe 
to  be  powerful.  The  real  fource  of  revenue  was,  he  con- 
tended, the  riches  of  the  people;  but  if  the  excife  laws  were 
made  general,  all  opportunity  of  acquiring  wealth  would  be 
at  an  end.  The  firft  attempt  at  the  introdudlion  of  the  ex- 
cife laws  had  been  made  in  the  time  of  Sir  Rpbort  Walpole's 

adminiftra- 
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adminiftration*     Sir  Robert  Walpole,  he  thought,  had  been 
treated  with  lefs  refpeft  than  he  deferved ;  but  it  was  much 
eafier  to  load  the  memory  of  a  dead  Minifter  with  calumny 
than  to  traduce  a  living  Minifter.     Sir  Robert  Walpole,  all 
circumftances  coniidered,  and  allowing  for  the  foibles   to 
which  all  mankind  were  liable,  had,  in  his  opinion,  been  a 
wife  Minifter  for  this  country.     In  liis  time,  the  debt  of  this 
country  had  increafed  to  a  lize  alarming  to  the  politicians  of 
that  day.     The  general  lanfruage  was,  that  the  Minifter 
ought  to  refort  to  means  of  encreafing  the  revenue.     Sir  Ro- 
bert Walpole  had  liftened  to  the  advice  of  thofe  about  him, 
and  had  propofed  an  excife  fcheme  to  that  Houfe.     The 
confequences  were  well  known,  and  it  was  a  proof  of  Sir 
Robert  Walpole's  wifdom   that   he    had   relinquiflied    the 
fcheme.    The  next  excife  heard  of,  was  in  the  adminiftration 
of  the  Earl  of  Bute.     At  that  time,  an  attempt  was  made 
to  carry  an  excife  on  cyder;  but  it  was  clamoroufly  refifted. 
There  had  been  a  diftin£lion  taken,  and  it  was  faid,  excifing 
cyder  was  bringing  the  excife  into  a  private  gentleman's 
houfe,  whereas  an  excife  on  a  particular  trade  was  very  dif- 
ferent.    Mr.  Fox  declared  that  he  faw^no  force  in  the  dif- 
tin(^ion«     If  excife  was  inadmiflible  in  the  one  inftance,  it 
was  not  lefs  fo  in  the  other.     The  fliop  of  the  trader  was  as 
much  in  his  caftle  as  the  dwelling  of  the  private  gentleman. 
He  was  not  one  of  thofe  who  thought  none  ufeful  but  fuch 
as,  by  arts  and  arms,  by  their  military  fervices  by  fea  and 
lan^,  and  by  commerce  and  manufaSures,  conduced  to  the 
public  wealth  and  revenue;  the  country  gentlemen,  or,  in 
faft,  the  true  nobility  of  the  kingdom  were  ufeful  likewife; 
but  he  could  perceive  no  reafon  why  thofe  who  of  neceffity 
were  deprived  of  the  trial  by  jury,  that  glorious  mode  of 
trial  which  they  ceafed  not  every  day  to  praife,  while  they 
were  daily  taking  it  away  (he  meant  the  navy  and  army) 
and  thofe  employed  in  manufa£kure  and  trade,  Ihould  be  ex- 
cluded the  benefit  of  a  trial  by  jury  and  the  enjoyment  of 
that  benefit  be  left  folely  to  the  country  gentlemen  end  the 
idle.    The  profperity  of  this  country  and  its  wealth  and 
commerce  depended  on  its  conftitution  and  its  fi'eedom,  and 
to  confine  liberty  to  the  fenjoyment  of  thofe  who  were  com- 
paratively idle,  was  unjuft,  abfurd,  and  prepofterous.    They 
had  no  fair  grounds  whereby  to  calculate  the  probable  pro- 
duce of  the  fcheme  of  applying  the  excife  laws  to  tobacco. 
Might  not  the  truth  be,  that  tobacco  being  fuch  a  good  ar- 
ticle for  taxation,  as  he  confefled  it  was,  had  been  pulhed 
too  far,  and  taxed,  beyond  what  it  could  bear  ?  All  evils 
were  foftened  by  our  being  habituated  to  them ;  and  if  ex- 
cife laws  were  fuffered  tamely  to  be  applied  to  one  trade, 
they  Would  foon  be  applied  to  another.     He  afcribed  this  to 
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the  apathy  of  the  people  in  general,  whea  the  excife  laws 
were  applied  in  any  one  inllance.  The  tobacco  manufac- 
turers, when  they  entered  upon  the  trade,  little  expe£led 
this  meafure ;  and,  perhaps,  from  the  encouragement  given 
in  Sir  Robert  Walpole's  time,  they  thought  tobacco  the  laft 
article  which  would  be  put  under  the  excife.  Other  trades^ 
who  pofTibly  were  at  prefent  as  little  aware,  or  in  expeda- 
tion  of  being  fubje<£led  to  the  excife  laws,  would,  he  had  no 
doubt,  be  foon  called  upon  to  (land  in  a  fimilar  fituation. 
He  afked  if  there  was  any  man  acquainted  widi  the  freedom 
of  the  conditution,  who  did  not  think  the  excife  laws  more 
harfh  and  oppreflive  than  could  be  borne?  He  declared^ 
therefore,  that  he  came  down  that  day,  Jiot  fo  much  with 
any  great  hope  of  fuccefsfully  oppofing  the  bill,  as  with  a 
view  to  (late  his  opinions  on  the  fubje£l,  and  to  enter  his 
general  protefl  againft  a  fcheme,  which  he  completely  dif- 
approved.  If  in  a  country  where  every  trade  can  fee  its 
own  danger  by  what  happens  to  another,  they  do  not  feel 
it  as  a  common  caufe,  and  join  in  refiftance  whenever  the 
excife  laws  ^re  attempted  againft  any  one  article  of  manure- 
ture,  they  gave  but  bad  fymptoms  of  their  hearts,  or  their 
underftandings.  If  the  tobacconift,  when  he  faw  the  wine 
merchant  taxed,  and  put  under  excife  laws,  flood  by  and 
faid  to  himfelf,  ^*  Let  the  excife  go  to  the  wine  merchant 
**  fo  that  1  am  free,"  he  a6led  foofiflily,  and  fcarcely  de- 
ferved  to  be  aflifted,  when  the  cafe  (hould  become  his  own. 
The  wine  merchant,  in  like  manner,  might  fay  the  fame  of 
the  tobacconift  and  of  the  country  gentlemen,  whereas  it 
'was  now  proved,  that  the  oppreflion  of  the  excife  laws 
would  fall  upon  both.  Thofe  who  would  not  ailift  another, 
muft  not  expe£t  to  be  aflided  themfelves  in  the  hour  of  dan- 
ger. Mr.  Fox  expatiated  on  the  preference  due  to  regular 
tions  in  regard  to  old  taxes,  rather  than  to  new  taxes,  which 
latter  all  feared,  becaufe  they  knew  not  on  whom  they 
would  fall ;  but  the  prefent  regulation,  he  continued,  would 
not  anfwer,  and  when  he  faid  fo,  he  declared  it  to  be  his 
belief,  not  originating  in  any  wi(h  for  popularity.  The 
bill  feemed  little  to  intereft  the  public  in  general,  and  if 
Parliament  would  not  attend  their  duty,  and  if  they  who 
were  rooft  interefted  in  the  fubjeft  had  abandoned  it,  be  faw 
no  profpefl  of  ftemming  the  tide,  and  recalling  them  to  a 
due  fenfe  of  their  own  intereft;  but  ftanding  as  we  did,  the 
firft  country  for  literature,  for  fcience,  and  all  which  could 
improve  and  adorn  mankind,  that  the  fources  of  thofe  en- 
joyments ftiould  be  fo  forgotten  muft  mortify  every  man 
who  admired  the  freedom  of  our  Conftitution,  and  the 
equality  of  our  laws. 

Mr. 
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Mr.  Dundas  refe,  and  faid  that  he  begged  the  honourable     Mr. 
gentleman  might  be  perihitted  to  go  on  ;  and  as  to  any  thing  Dundas. 
perfonally  oflenflve,  he  hoped  that  the  right  honourable  Spea* 
ker  knew  h'lm  better^  than  to  fuppofe  that  he  could  not  fet 
buffoonery  at  defiance. 

Mr.  CQurtenmy  returned  his  thanks  to  the  right  honourable  Mr. 
and  learned  gentleman  for  the  candor  of  his  remark*  It  was  Counenajr 
perfcilly  confonant  with  the  confiflency  of  his  charadler. 
The  right  honourable  and  learned  gentleman  had  convinced 
him  that  he  was  not  at  all  irritated,  he  fmiled  fo  much.  He 
teminded  him  of  Sir  Fretful  Plagiary,  who,  when  be  was 
told  an  unpleafant  thing,  faid,  *^  Am  I  in  a  paffion  ?  Look 
"  at  me.  I  def^  buffoonery  ;  hurt  me  !  it*s  impoffible.'*  Juft 
fo  with  the  right  honourable  gentleman.  Mr.  Courtenay 
declared,  that  he  ihould  always  l^  happy  to  entertain  the 
right  honourable  and  learned  gentleman  ^ith  fuch  buffoonery^ 
being  fatisfied  that  his  veracy  and  confiflency  would  fupply 
him  with  conftailt  food  for  it.  Mr.  Courtenay  next  advert* 
ed  to  the  firft  mention  of  the  word  Excife  in  that  Houfe, 
which,  he  declared,  had,  at  the  infant,  caufed  a  general  fer« 
ment.'  The  late  noble  Earl  of  Chatham  had  been,  heobferv- 
ed,  at  the  bead  of  thof^  whoraifed  the  fenfelefs  clamour.  As 
the  right  honourable  and  learned  gentleman  fpoke  fometimes 
in  a  foreign  language,  Mr.  Courten:^y  faid,  he  would  take 
the  trouble  of  tranflating  for  hini ;  the  right  honourable  and 
learned  gentleman  had  it  not  in  his  power  always  to  under- 
hand what  he  faid  himfelf,  much  more  to  explain  it  to 
others.  Perhaps,  be  did  not  know  the  meaning  of  the  Eng- 
liih  word  Idol ;  it  was  a  fort  of  a  thing  cut  out  of  a  block  of 
wood,  or  any  other  fubftance  of  no  intrinfic  value,  fet  up 
hy  others  to  be  worfhipped  by  thofe  whofe  fuperftition  made 
them  fit  fnbjeds  for  delufion  and  impofition  to  woric  upon. 

The  queftion  was  at  length  ftatedy  and  the  Houfc  divided^ 

Ayes,  70 ;  Noes,  20. 

Major  Scott  faid,  that  a  very  extraordinary  account  ha4  Maj.  Sc«tt 
'^^•en  prefented  early  in  the  d;iy,  to  which  he  had  taken  the 
liberty  to  call  the  attention  of  gentlemen.  It  was  an  account 
from  the  Exchequer  of  the  money  advanced  for  carrying  on 
the  impeachment  of  Mr.  Mailings;  when  he  had  looked  into 
the  particulars,  he  confefled  it  had  flruck  him  with  infinite- 
furprife;  for,  it  appeared  that  the  fum  expended  laft  year^ 
''fas  eight  thoufand  and  fifty  pounds,  when  there  was  much 
preparatory  bufinefs  to.  do,  and  the  Court  fat  thirty-five 
^ays ;  bat  thisyear,  when  it  had  only  fat  half  that  time^ 
the  expence  amounted  to  the  enormous  fum  of  twenty  thou** 
fand  three  hundred  and  twelve  pounds.  This  he  conceived 
to  be  a  point  well  wonhy  the  attention  of  the  Houfe;  and 
he  had  made  a  motion,  which  was  feconded  by  an  honourable 
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Member,  (Mr.  Berkeley)  for  the  particulars  of  the  expend!- 

X  s  ture;  but  as  none  of  the  Managers  were  then  prefenty  he 
had.  withdrawn  it,  till  they  fhould  be  in  the  Houfe.  How- 
ever, cdnfidering  the  latenefs  of  the  prefent  feffi^n,  he  fhould 
merely  content  himfelf  with  calling  the  attention  of  gentle- 
inen  to'  fo  extraordinary  a  circumflance ;  and  unlefs  focne 
other  Members,  at  a  time  when  a  redudion  of  unneceflary 
expeiiC^  was  ib  much  talked  of,  fhould  think  it  worth  their 
while  to  take  it  up,  he  fliould  'fay  no  more  about  it  in  this 
advance  '  ftate  of  the  feflion. 

Mr.  Pul-  Mr.  Puluney  Tofe  to  move  for  a  refolution,  obliging  the 
tency.  parties  in  contefted  eleflions  to  exchange  lifts  of  obje<St ion- 
able  votes  in  cafes  of  eledtions  for  boroughs  andxities,  in  like 
manner  as  was  at  prefent  done  in  cafes  (  f  ele£iions  for  coud« 
ties,  under  the  authority  of  a  fpecial  a£l  of  Parliament,  by  an 
annual  refolution  of  the  Houfe.  Mr.  Pulteney  explained  the 
objects  of  his  motion,  and  flated  a  fecond  refolution,  which 
he  meant  to  move,  declaring  that  he  troubled  the  Houfe  at 
the  inflance  of  the  Weflminfter  Committee^  and  upo6  their 
recommendation.^ 

The  motion  was  feconded  by  Mr.  Carew. 

Mr.  Ab-       Mr.  Anftruiher  oppofed  the  motion,  as  well  on  account  of 

ftrucber«  the  impropriety  of  bringing  forward  a  motion  of  fo  much  im* 
portance  at  fo  late  a  period  of  the  feflion,  and  at  fo  late  an 
hour  of  the  night,  as  on  account  of  the  flrong  grounds  of 
I  objection  to  the  motion  itfelf.  Mr.  Anflruther  Averted  to 
what  he  termed  the  eflential  difference  between  a  county 
eleflion,  and  an  eledlion  for  a  borough.  In  the  former,  the 
right  of  ele£bion  was  known  and  afcertained.  In  the  latter^ 
various  rights  of  election  miglifbe  fet  up. 
Mr;  Mr.  Dundas  urged  the  cuftomary  proceeding  of  moving 

Dundas.    for  a  previous  Committee,  to  confider  and  report,  before  any 
tdfolution  was  moved  in  the  Houfe  as  a  flanding  order, 
'^he  Xhe  Speaker  underilood  that  it  was  not  abfolutely  neceflary 

Speaker.    ^^  \\^^ft  a  previous  Committee, 

Mr.  Fox.      Mr.  Fm  fpoke  of  tlie  grofs  injuflice  which  would,  in  fome 
cafes>  refult  from  having  fuch  a   rule  of  condud  prefcribed 
'  to  parties,  on  the  trial  of  the  merits  of  a  contefied  ele£bion 

for  a  borough,  where  the  right  of  voting  was  doubtful :  he 
put  the  cafe  of  the  Wcftminfler  eledlion  in  particular,  and 
flated,  that  if  either  he  or  Lord  John  Townfhend  had  been 
petitioned  againfl,  and  they  had  thought  paying  fcot  and 
lot  the  true  right  of  voting,  as  in  the  late  eledion  it  had  been 
decided  to  be,  how  awkward  it  would  harv'^e  proved  for 
them  to  give  in  lifts,  difqualifying  voters  againil  them  for 
what  they  deemed  legal  qualifications,  or  elfe  become  liable 
to  be  obliged  to  charge  the  petition  as  frivolous. 

4  Mr* 
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Mr.  Secretary  GrenvHU  faid  that  he  leant  rather  to  the  Mr.  Wnr. 
refolation  as  moved ;  but  had  not  been  aware  of  the  ftrong  Grcnvilic. 
objedions  which  had  been  made  againft  it.     He  wiflied, 
therefore,  that  a  Committee  might  be.appQJnted  to  confider, 
previoufljr  to  its  being  moved  in  the  Houfe,  or  that  it  might 
lland  over  for  the  prefent. 

The  Afafter  of  ihi  Rolls  declared  that  he  had  infuperable  Mefterof 
obje^Slions  againft  it;  and  therefore,  at  prefent,   he  hoped  the  Kolli. 
that  the  honourable  gentleman  would  not  prefs  it  at  th^lt 
late  hour  of  the  night. 

Mr.  Pulteney  anfwered,  that  hrs  opinion  in  favour  of  the  Mr. 
motion  was  not  fhaken  by  what  he  had  heard,  but  he  would  Pulteney. 
not  perfift  in  oppofition  to  the  fentimcnts  of  fo  many  refpec- 
table  men;  but^  with  the  permiffion  of  the  Houfe,  he  would 
withdraw  the  motion  for  the  prefent,  and  confider  of  it 
againft  the  next  feffion.  In  the  courfe  of  his  fpeechy  how- 
ever, Mr.  Pulteney  faid,  that  the  idea  of  the  mo.tion  was 
neither  his  own,  nor  was  it  new.  It  had  been  long  (ince 
ftarted,  and  recommended  as  highly  neceiTary  for  the  dif- 
patch  of  bufinefs  of  EletSiion  Committees,  and  the  faving 
of  lime.  In  proof  of  this,  he  read  an  extradl.  from  Doug- 
las's Reports  of  Election  Cafes,  and  he  ftated  alfo,  that  aa* 
other  reporter  had  recommended  it. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Thurfday,  ibthjuly. 

Sir  Gilbert  Elliot  haying  fignified  his  earneft  wilh  t©  ob-  SirGilb. 
literate,  as  mucli  as  poiTible,  ah  impreffion  which   might    Elliot. 
otherwife  be  made,  not  lefs  erroneoufly  than  dangeroufly, 
upon'the  minds  of  the  public,  in  confequence  of  a  remark 
which  fell,  in  the  courfe  of  the  preceding  day,  from  an  ho- 
nourable gentleman  (Mnjor  Scott)  relative  to  theexpeuces 
incurred  by  the  trial  of  Mr.  Haftings,  obferved  that  the       V 
honourable  gentleman  had  ftated,  that  the  expence  of  the 
laft  year  wa$  but  a  little  more  than  eight  thoufand  pounds, 
but  that  for  the  prefent  year  it  was  upwards  of  twenty  thou- 
fand, and  that  it  appeared  a  growing  expence  well  worth  the 
moft  ferious  attention  of  the  Houfe.     The  faft  was,  how- 
ever,  the  reverfe  of  that  ftatement;  the  expence  incurred  in 
the  prefent  feffion  was  confiderably  lefs  than  what  had  been  ^ 

incurred  in  the  laft ;  but  eighteen  thoufand  pounds  had  yet 
been  received  by  the  Solicitor,  upwards  of  twelve  of  which 
were  incurred  in  the  laft,  ind  hut  five  thoufand  five  hun- 
dred  pounds  incurred  in  the  prefent.  In  this  ftatement,  he 
did  not  include  the  fees  to  the  door-keepers,  and  other  offi- 
cers of  the  Lords  and  Commons,  and  other  incidental  ex- 
pences  with  which  their  Solicitor  had  nothing  to  do,  and 
whichi  he  undcrftood,"  would  not,  when  added  to  the  other 
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funit  make  the  total  of  the  expences  for  the  prefent  feffion 
more  than  7)40oL 
MriRofe*      Mr*  ifff/i  contended  that  it  did  not  folloin:,  becanfe  but 
eight  thoufand  pounds  were  voted  laft  year,  and  twenty 
thoufand  were  to  be  voted  this,  that  no  more  than  eight 
were  laft  year  expended ;  tliat  fum  was  voted  previous  to 
the  conclufion  of  the  trial  for  the  laft  year,  and  it  was  very 
likely  that  a  confiderable  part  of  the  fum  about  to  be  voted 
was  then  incurred.     Pare  of  it  was,  as  might  appear  from 
the  treafury  papers,  if  the  Houfe  fliould  think  proper  to 
call  for  them,  tor  erecting  and  furnifliing  the  Court,  for 
fees  to  o£Bcers,  and  for  other  articles. 
Maj. Scott      Major  Scott  anfwered,  that  as  he  wa^  the  Member  alluded* 
to  by  the  honourable  Baronet,  he  begg&d  leave  to  obferve 
that  an  account  had  been  prefented  on  the  preceding  day 
from  the  Exchequer  of  twenty  *thoufaqd  three  hundted  and 
twelve  pounds  advanced  for  the  expence  of  the  trial,  fince 
the  fum  voted  in  the  laft  year.     This  ftruck  him,  moft  un« 
doubtedly,  as  a  very  enormous  fum,  and  he  naturally  con* 
ceived  that  it  was  for  the  expence  pf  this  year;  but  the 
motion  which  he  had  made  tended  to  give  the  Houfe  com- 
plete information.     From  the  hbnouraiile  Baronet's  expla- 
nation, it  appeared  that  a  part  of  the  fum  to  be  votH  the 
next  day  was  in  fad  to  be  placed  to  the  account  <^  the 
laft  year,  and  that  only  5tSOo1.  of  the  whole  was  ihe  ex- 
pence«cf  this  year;  fo  far  the  honourable  Baronet  explained 
the  matter;  but  this  explanation  made  no  fort  of  alteration 
in  the  total,  which  a^ually  amounted  to  28,320]*     The 
honourable  Baronet,    however,    had    informed    the   Houfe 
that  this  was  not  the  whofe  expence,  for  that  a  farther  fum 
of  about  1,500!.  re<nained  yet  to  be  brought  in,  which  iii« 
creafed  the  whole  expence  to  near  30,000!. 
Mr.Burke      Mr.  Burke  declared,  that  he  was  totally  a  ftranger  to  any 
part  of  the  expence  of  the  trial ;  that  the  managers  had  got* 
ten  rid  of  it  laft  year,  and  that  their  Attorney  and  Solicitor, 
who  was  in  fd&^  the  Solicitor  of  the  Houfe,  (for  fo  the 
Houfe  had  made-hkn)  was  accountable  for  the  whole.     Mr. 
Burke  faid  it  Oruck  him,  that  the  expences  incurred  the 
prefent  year,  could  not  be  any  thing  like  what  the  honour- 
able gentleman' had  ft  a  ted,  liecaufe  he  had  reafon  to  believe, 
a^  far  as  his  information  went,  that  the  expence  incurred 
this  year  had  been  remaiknbly  fmall,  all  things  conGdered. 
.The  The  Speaker  begged  leave  to  remind  the  honourable  gen- 

Speaker,  tieman,  that  as   there  was  no  queftion   before  the   Houfe, 
,'the  continuance  of  fuch  a  converfation  was  exttemely  dtf- 
orderly.      He  faid,   his  apology  for  having  fuftered   it  to 
commence  muft  be,  that  finding  fomcthing  like  a  charpe 

was 
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was  infimiat^d,  he  thought*  in  fairnefsy  that  an  op|K>rtttiik]r 
of  explanation  (hould  be  afibrded. 

Sir  Gilbert  Elliot  moved  **  that  the  folicitor  of  the  Houfe 
<^  be  called  in  to  give  an  account  of  the  expenditure." 

Sir  James  Jobtyione  objeding  againft  the  prodoAion  of  thit  Sir  Jamca 
account,  remarked  that  the  trial  was  (or  the  honour  of  the  Johnftone 
nation,  and  if  it  coff  a  million  it  ought  to  be  cheerfully  paid* 

Major  Scott  faid  that  as  there  was  a  new  motion,  he  would  Maj. Scott 
fpeak  a  few  words  to  it*     He  always  made  a  point  of  procu* 
ring  the  beft  iufbrmation  he  could  before  he  fpoke  in  the 
Houfe)  and  he  deGred  to  read  the  contents  of  the  paper  wbick 
he  had  received  from  official  authority. 

^^  May  19,  1788. — ^^.8,058  15s.  lid.  granted  to  make 
*^  gpod  the  like  fum  iflued  in  confequence  ofthe  expences  in*- 
^  curred  in  carrying  on  the  profecution  agaiiijd  Warren  Haf- 
"  tings,  Eiquire 

<^  ^.20,31^  6s«  4d.  incurred  fince;  and  the  accodnt  will 
^'  be  laid  before  the  Houfe  this  day  by  the  Exchequer,  in 
'<  confequence  of  an  onder  from  the  Houfe  on  the  aad  of 
*«  May,  1789'' 

Now,  faid  the  Major,  the  gentleman  who  read^  the  ac- 
count would  fee  that  he  had  an  undoubted  right  to  fuppofe 
the  latter  expence  was  the  expence  of  this  year;  but  the  main 
part  was  clear  that  fo  great  an  expence  had  been  incurred*  and 
th«  money  paid;  that  the  Houfe  knew  now  of  1500I.  more, 
though  it  was  not  clear  how  much  ftill  more  might  be  due  to 
the  prefer  It  day. 

Sir  Gilbert  Elliot  withdrew  his  motion ;  the  folicitor  not 
luppening  to  be  near  the  houfe,  as  he  had  not  been  appriCed 
ofthe  converfation  being  likely  to  take  place. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Friday^   iTthJuly. 

The  Houfe  went  into  a  Committee  of  fupply.  , 

It  was  moved  that  an  account  of  the  expenditure  of  Mr. 
Uailings's  trial  be  refened  to  the  faid  Committee. 

The  Speaker  then  left  the  chair.  % 

Mr-  Rofe  moved,  that  the  fum  of  twenty  thoufanJ,  three 
hundred  and  twelve  pounds,  he  granted  for  the  expences  of 
the  trial  of  Warren  Haftings,  Efquire,  incurred  fince  tlie  laft 
grant  made  by  Parliament. 

Major  Scett  defired  that  before  he.  offered  what  h^  had  to  Maj.Srou 
fayi  he  might  be  permitted  to  afk  the  honourable  gentleman 
if  the  fum  now  moved  for.  included  the  whole  expence  up  to 
the  prefent  time  ? 

Mr.  Rofe  anfwered  that  there  might  he  other  expences,  for  Mr.  Rofc. 
printing,  Weftminfter  Hall,  and  other  charges  incurred  by 
the  fitualion.     Thefe  expences,  during  the  preceding  year, 
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amounted  to  about  39CXDoI.,  and  this  year  they  would  be  con- 
fiderably  lefs;  but  he  could  not  fpeclFy  the  exa£t  fupri. 
Maj.  Scott  Major  Scoit  then  faid,  that  having  all  the  information  he 
could  procure^  he  (hould  make  fome  neceflary  remarks  upon 
what  had  pafTedy  fo  as  to  fet  the  matter  in  fo  clear  a  point  of 
view,  that  no  perfon  living  {hould  midake  it,  and  he  was 
very  forry  that  an  honourable  Baronet,  (bir  G.  Elliot)  and 
a  right  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Durke)  (hould  not  choofe 
to  be  prefent  on  the  proper  day  for  difcufliiig  the  fubje£t* 
Two  days  ago  an  officer  from  the  Exchequer  delivered*  in  to 
the  Houfe  an  account  of  the  expences  incurred  fince  the  laft 
vote  of  Parlia^ient,  amounting  to  20,3121.  This  ftrnck  him> 
and  every  other  gentleman,  as  a  very  great  fum,  and  he  ac- 
cordingly moved  for  an  account  of  expenditure,  (imilar  to 
that  which  was  laid  upon  the  table  in  the  courfe  of  the  laft 
year.  The  motion  was  feconded  by  an  honourably  gentle- 
man, (Captain  Berkeley)  and  juft  as  the  queftion  was  goinc^ 
to  be  put,  the  Major  had  defired  permiiBon  to  withdraw  i^ 
becaufe  the  Manngcr,  who  was  the  Chairman  of  that  body, 
was  not  prefent.  Underftanding  he  was  in  one  of  the  Com- 
mittee Rooms,  the  Major  had  fenc  a  mefTage  to  him  to  tell 
him  that  fuch  a  motion  had  been  made  and  withdrawn,  be- 
caufe the  right  honourable  gentleman  was  abfent;  but  that 
it  would  be  made  again  as  foon  as  he  came  into  the  Houfe. 
The  right  honourable  gentleman  did  not  come  down  till  the 
Houfe  got  into  the  tobacco  bill,  and  he  went  away  before 
that  bufinefs  was  ended,  when  the  Major  faid,  after  calling 
the  attention  of  the  Houfe  to  the  enormous  amount  of  the 
expence,  and  to  the  apparently  conddeiable  charge  this  year, 
beyond  the  lafl,  he  left  it  for  the  prefent.  This  had  brought 
the  right  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Burke)  and  the  honour- 
able Baronet  (Sir  Gilbert  Elliot)  down  yefterday,  and  from 
their  account,  though  they  did  not  difpute  the  totals  at  all, 
they  had  informed  the  Houfe,  that  the  greater  expence  was* 
incurred  in  the  laft  year,  and  the  fmaller  expence  in  thfs,  a 
pofition  which  the  Major  was  not  prepared  to  controvert ; 
but  it  determined  him  to  get  the  moft  accurate  (latement 
which  he  could  procure  this  day.  By  a  reference  to  the 
Journals  he  found,  that  on  the  50th  of  May  1788,  a  motion 
\vci$  made  and  agreed  to,  that  the  gentlemen  who  were  foli- 
*  citors  for  the  Commons,  ftiould  lay  before  the  Houfe  an  ac- 
count of  all  the  expences  in  their  department  to  the  15th  of 
May  inclufxve.  In  confequence,  Mr.  Troward  did  prefent 
a  full  account  to  the  Houfe  on  the  26th  of  May,  and  the  to- 
tal expence  was  8,^65!  and  the  trial  continued  from  the  16th 
of  May  to  the  1 3th  of  June,  but  there  were  only  ten  days  of 
trial.  It  was  natural,  thert-fore,  to  fuppofe,  and,  indeed, 
t  was  fo  ftated  laft  year  iha(  the  heavy  expence  was  already 
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iocarred ;  bot  now  it  appeared  by  the  honourable  Baronet*$ 
ftatement,  that  from  tHe  ]6th  of  May  to  the  13th  of  Jane  in 
the  laft  year  an  additional  ex  pence  of  3>435i*  was  incurred, 
becaufe  the  honourable  Baronet  flated  the  expence  of  the  laft 
year  at  i2,cx>ol.  The  Houfe,  therefore,  was  in  this  fituatibn; 
they  had  been  led  to  fuppofe  that  the  expence  of  laft  year  was 
conCderably  lefs  than  it  turned  out  to  be  in  point  of  fa<£k; 
and  when  he  (the  Major)  who.depended  upon  the  laft  year's 
accounts,  had  ftated  the  heavy  expence  to  have  been  incurred 
this  year,  he  was  accufed  of  mifreprefentation;  but  at  the 
fame  time  the  Managers  did  not  chufe  to  have  the  matter 
fiiiiy  explained*,  by  complying  with  the  motion  which  he  had 
made,  for  if  they  would  agree  to  the  production  of  the  ac- 
count there  would  be  no  oppoGtion;  and  now  it  was  clear 
that  the  expence,  at  the  leaft,  would  be  2(),8ool«  up  to  this 
day;  but  it  was  by  no  means  clear  that  it  might  not  be  more* 
He  thought  it  right  to  ftate  thefe  circumftances  fully,  and  he 
was  ferry  that  gentlemen  who  certainly  were  concerned,  and 
ought  to  explain  all  the  particubrs,  choie  to  be  abfent  on  a 
difcuffion  in  which  they  were  concerned,  becaufe  the  folici'^ 
tors  adled  under  their  orders  on  all  occafions* 

The  Houfe  being  refumed,  Mr.  Gilbert  reported  that  th» 
Committee  had  come  to  one  refolution,  viz. 

"  That  it  is  tlie  opinion  of  this  Committee,  that  a  fun^ 
"  not  exceeding  twenty  thoufand,  three  hundred  and  tweivo 
**  pounds,  fix  ihillings  and  four  pence,  be  granted  to  His 
"  Majefiy,  to  make  good  the  like  fum,  which  has  been  ifTued 
*'  in  confequence  of  the  expence  incurred  in  carrying  on  the  - 
^  profeGution  againft  Warren  Haftings,  Eiquire,  and  which 
'^  has  not  been  already 'made  good  by  Parliament."  The 
fame  was  read  and  agreed  to,  and  the  Report  ordered  to  be  re-* 
ceived  upon  the  Monday  following.  , 

The'  order  of  the  day  being  read  for  the  third  reading  of  th«. 
tobacco  duties  bill,  the  fame  was  accordingly  read  a  third 
time. 

A  claufe  was  offered  "for  permitting  the,  tobacco  to  be 
'^  kept  in  the  King's  warehoufe  for  a  certain  time,  after  the 
**  time  how  limited  on  the  payment  of  a  weekly  fum  for  each. 
"  hundred  of  tabacco.'' 

The  faid  claufe  was  immediately  referred  to  a  Committee 
of  the  whole  Houfe,  the  fame  was  read  and  agreed  to;  after 
which  the  queftion  was  put  that  this  bill  do  pafs. 

Mr.  Alderrpan  ff^'at/ofi  ohferved,    tliat   the   tobacconifts  j^.  aiJ; 
having  fully  deliberated  on  the  bill  as  now  before  the  Houfe,  Watfon, 
kad  defired  him  to  declare  from  them  in  the  moft  refpeftful 
manner,  that  they  confidered  the  whole  of  the  bill  to  be  ftill 
tinjuft  towards  them;  that  many  of  the  claufes  bore  fo  bard 
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upon  t^e  nanufadure,  that  to  all  it  would  be  highly  iojviions^ 
and  to  many  deftru€livc« 
Sir  Grey  Sir  Grey  Copper  declared  that  hp  had  endeaYoured,  with 
Cooper,  fome  diligence  and  attention^  to  underfiand  the  fubjed  mat- 
ter of  the  bill  before  he  formed  his  opinion.  He  had  read 
with  great  care  the  evidence  given  at  the  bar  of  the  Houfe, 
and  compared  the  fadls  ftated  in  the  evidence  with  the  reeula- 
tions  ;isthey  ftood  in  the  original  bill,  and  as  they  now  ftoOd 
in  the  amended  bill.  He  had  converfed  with  feveral  of  the 
principal  manufadurers,  and*dc(ired  them  to  explain  to  him 
'  fome  of  their  oHe^ions  to  certain  claufes,  touching  the  im- 
pradticahility  of  applying  thofe  clan  fes  to  the  proceffes  of  the 
manufaf^ure  of  tobacco  and  fnulF.  He  was  convinced  not 
only  of  their  excellent  uaderftanding  and  of  their  deamefs  in 
communicating  their  knowledge  to^others,  but  of  their  in<» 
tegrtty  and  fair  dealing  on  the  matter,  And  that  they  were  in- 
capable of  fuggefting  a  falfehood,  or  of  fupprefling  a  truth. 

Before  he  went  further  into  the  main  queftion,  Sir  Grey- 
declared,  that  he  did  not  oppofe  the  paffing  of  this  bill  merely 
on  the  grouaid  of  the  extenfion  of  the  furvey  and  laws  of  £x* 
cife  to  the  dealers  and  manufadurers  of  tobacco*  The  alarm 
which  had  agitated  the  nation  and  defeated  the  plan  of  Sir 
Robert  Walpole,  in  17339  was  revived  on  the  impofition  of 
^  the  inland  duties  on  cvder,  at  the  beginning  of  the  prefenc 
reign.  He  heard  the  late  Earl  of  Chatham  inveigh  againft 
the  propofition  with  ail  the  powers  and  fplendor  of  his  elo* 
quence  **  non  folum  fertlbui  fed  fulgtntibus  armii^  and  he 
'  ipoke  with  particular  animation  on  the  good  old  maxim- of 
the  common  law,  *'  That  every  man's  houfe  is  his  caftle/' 
He  would  not  repeat  his  expreflions,  though  he  remembered 
them  very  nearly ;  but  he  was  afraid  left  the  fait  and  fpirit  of 
the  eloquence  might  evaporate  in  his  repetition.  Yet  it  muft 
l^e  taken  into  confideration  that  in  confequence  of  the  powers 
.  given  by  the  cyder-tax  bill,  the  oiEcer^  of  Excife  might  enter 
the  dwellings  of  makers  of  cyder,  not  for  fale  but  for  private 
confumption.  That  made  an  efientiai  and  particular  objec- 
tion to  the  cyder  tax  as  it  was  firft  propoicd.  Upon  the  re* 
peal  of  that  aifl,  Excife  feemed  to  have  laid  aileep: 

When  it  was  propofed  to  extend  the  Excife  regulations  to 
wine,  no  great apprehenfion  or  alarm  arofe  either  in  that  Houfe 
or  without  doors,  on  the  account  of  that  exteniion.  *  1  he 
people  feemed  to  have  fallen  into  a  flate  of  careleQhefs  and  in« 
difference  about  the  matiei^  or  they  lived  fo  happily  in  their 
houfes,  that  they  forgot  that  tlu'y  are  their  caftles.  The 
truth  was  that  theCommiffioners  and  the  Juflices  of  the  Peace, 
to  whofis  ^management  the  execution  of  the  Excife  laws  is 
•truiledt  for  a  long  courfeof  years,  adminiftered  their  gieat 
.authority  with  fo  much  moderation^  and  tempered  the  rigour 
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of  penalties  and  forfeitures  with  fo  found' a  difcretion,  and 
made  fo  judicious  and  fo  equitable  an  application  of  the 
powers  of  mitigation  to  the  offence^  tried  before  them  in  their  .   ^ 

funimary  and  final  judicature,  that  an  immenfe  revenue  was 
colJe<9ed  under  the  control  and  coercion  of  thofe  laws,  with- 
out grievance  or  complaint :  we  depended,  indeed,  upon  their 
forb^rance  to  execute  their  powers  ;  for,  if  they  were  ex- 
treme to  mark  whatever  is  done^amifs,  the  faireil  trader  could 
not  abide  it.     Sir  Grey  Cooper  trufted,  however,  that  it  was 
not  bect}ikie  quite  a  matter  of  courfe,  that  any  article  of  com« 
merce  or  manufa<£ttire  (hould  be  fut^edied  to  the  inland  du- 
ties and  laws  of  excife,  unlefs  the  Miniiter,  who  propofed 
the  roeafure^  could  make  a  ftrong  cafe  for  fuch  a  propofition. 
He  trufted,  that  it  would  never  be  forgotten,  that  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  excife  regulations  was  averfe  from  the  temper  and 
fpirit  of  this  conftitution ;  and  that  we  fubmit  to  the  vifitdtion 
of  the  officers,  and  the  fummary  judicature  of  the  Commif- 
£oners,  merely  on  the  ground  of  thofe  powers  being  deemed 
neceflary  for  the  enforcing  the  colle£lion  of  a  revenue,  on 
which  the  exiftence  of  the  nation,  as  an  independent  power, 
is  founded.     To  induce   the  Houfe  to  confent  to  the  exten- 
fion,  it  ought  to  be  proved,  no^  only  that  great  frauds  are 
committed,  to  the  diminution  of  the  prefent  taxes  on  the  ar- 
ticle, and  to  the  manifeft  injury  of  the  fair  trader ;  but  it 
alfo  is  neceflary  to  be  lliewn,  to  the  fatisfaflion  of  the  Houfe, 
that  the  article  is  of  a  proper  nature,  and  equally  to  be  fur- 
veyed  and  collected  by  excife  regulations,  and  that  there  is 
more  than  a  probability,  that  by  adding  the  inland  duties  to 
the  duties  of  cuftoms,  the  revenue  will  be  augmented  to  a 
very  confiderable  amount.     In  the  cafes  of  almoft  all  the 
great  commodities,  on  which  public  revenue  is  raifed,  where 
there  are  feveral  procefles,  intervals,  and  refts,  in  the  manu- 
fa6lure,  before  it  is  brought  to  its  complete  ftate  for  fale  and 
confumption,  and  where  the  officer  can,  at  ftated  times,  take 
his  guagcs  and   obfervations,  the  excife  is  the  only  proper 
mode  of  charging  and  cdUefling  the  revenue.     This  is  clearly 
true  with  refpe^  to  the  brewery*  of  beer  and  porter.     It  is 
equally  clear  with  refpeft  to  the  making  of  malt ;  from  which 
two  great  articles  an  immenfe  revenue  is  levied,  witjiout  any 
confiderable  fraud  or  evafion.     So  in  the  manufaAures   of 
leather,  fope,  and  candles,  but  with  fomewhat  more  liability 
to  illicit  ppadices,  than  in  the  brewery,  and  fnaktngof  malr. 
It  has  been  found  more  difficult  to  charge  and  colle6l  the  ex- 
cife duties  on  fpirits   made  ^of  malt  and  molaiTes ;  though 
there  are  certain  reAs  and  didinct  Aages  in  the  procelTes  in 
the^  jnanufadiore ;    and   although  the  duty  wa3  chargeable 
by  tlie  guage  of  the  officer  on  t lie  wafli,  on  the   low  wines, 
and  on  the  fpirit.     An  a£l  has  lately  been  made  for  making 
Vol.  XXVI.  LI  anew- 
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a  new  mode  of  charging  the  fpirit  duty.    The  furvey  of 

excife  was  not  applied  with  fuccefs  to  the  article  of  tea.  Here 
Sir  Grey  dated  an  account  of  the  laws  which  had  been  made 
for  impofmg  duties  on  tea,  and  the  variations  in  the  amount 
of  thole  duties,  in  confcquence  of  thofe  laws,  from  the  lOlh 
of  George  I.  home  to  the  commutation  projedl.  He  then  re- 
turned to  the  conGderation  of  the  bill,  which  it  was  now  pro- 
pofed  to  pafs.  1  he  bill,  when  it  was  prefented  to  theHoufe, 
contained  many  rules  and  regulations  entirely  inapplicable- 
to  the  manufacture  of  tobacco  and  fnuff,  and  phyfically  toi- 
poflible  to  be  executed.  The  manufnfturers  were  fubje<Sed 
to  penalties  for  having. thofd  tilings  undone  which  they  could 
not  do,  and  for  having  done  thofe  things  which  it  was  not 
in  their  power  t^o  avoid  doing.  Some  of  the  moft  obje6\ion- 
able  claufes  have  been  left  out  in  the;  Committee  and  on  the 
report;  but  fiill  there  were  many  regulations  remaining,  under 
which,  iftenforced  and  attempted  to  be  put  in  execution,  the 
fair  traders  and  manufafturers  could  not  carry  on  their  ma- 
nufadtures.  There  ftill  remained  objeftions  to  more  than 
thirty  claufes  or  parts  of  claufes  in  the  original  bill,  and  to 
•fome  of  the  new  claufes  added  to  the  amended  bill. 

But  the  principal  obje£lion,  as  it  appeared  to  him  after  the 
beft  confideration  which  he  was  able  to  give  to  the  evidence 
delivered  at  the  bar,  Sir  Grey  declared,  was  to  the  claufe  a 
-  in/ol.  73,  with  refpeft  to  the  table  of  allowances  for  increafe 
in  the  manufadlure  of  various  fpecified  articles,  becaufe,  as 
it  appears  from  Mr.  Poftlethwaite's  evidence,  the  fair  trader 
may,  from  the  various  and  unafcertainable  diiFerences 
in  the  texture  and  quality  of  the  leaf  tobacco  in  the  fame 
hogftead,  of  the  places  in  which  it  had  been  kept,  and  the 
ftatcof  the  atmofphere  wl^en  it  is  in  fermentation,  have  an 
increafe  of  50  per  cent,  exceeding  the  credit.  Upon  the 
v/hole,  if  the  procefTes  of  the  manufacture  of  tobacco  and 
fnufF  were  capable  of  being  furveyed  with  any  rcafonable  cer- 
tainty, and  if  there  were  fuch  rcfts  and  ftages  in  thofe  ma- 
nufactures as  could  enable  the  officer  to  take  ftock  by  weight 
or  by  guage,  or  to  form  any  certain  rule  or  Aandard  of  the 
increafe  or  decreafe  of  the  manufadlures  after  the  various  and 
conftantly  varying  procefTes,  Sir  Grey  obferved  that  helhould 
vote  for  making  the  experiment.  But,  as  it  appeared  to  him 
that  many  of  the  remaining  regulations  might,  if  enforced 
and  perfevered  in,  infliCl  fo  much  vexation  and  embarraff- 
ment  on  the  faireft  traders  and  manufadturers,  and,  by  the 
'  uncettainty  and  latitude  of  the  eftimates  and  allowances,  give 
fo  much  advantage  to  the  devices  and  contrivances  of  fmug- 
glers,  fo  as  to  drive  fome  confiderable  part  of  the  manufac- 
tures of  fnuiFout  of  the  kingdom,  and,  in  the  refult,  dimi- 
nifli  the  prefent  duty,  which  amounted  to  near  500,000!.  per 
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annnm ;  and  though  it  did  not  produce  fo  much  as  it  ought 
to  do,  it  was  a  great  a  flake. 

In  conclufion,  Sir  Grcv  nckled,  that  he  would,  with  the 
indulgence  of  the  Houfe,  mention  an  anecdoto,  of  which  the 
refpeftable  father  of  the  right  honourable  Secretary  had,  as 
he  was  given  to  undcnlanj,  info;mt?d  feme  of  his  friends, 
that  it  was  matter  of  confclarion  to  Sir  Rcho rt  Walpole,  nfror 
the  defeat  of  his  propofition  for  carrying  the  excife  to  the  du- 
ties on  tobacco,  that,  upon  th*e  f.irther  uujuiries  which  he  had 
made  after  that  perioti,  he  did  not  believe  thefurvey  of  excife 
could,  in  any  con fiderable  degree,  have  increafed  the  duty  on 
that  article.  And  when  the  ac^  of  the  24th  of  George  the 
Second  pafled  for  the  more  cfrbiSlual  fecuring  the  duties  on 
tobacco,  Mr.  Pelham  had  it  in  contemplation  to  propofe  to 
Parliament  to  put  that  article  under  the  furvey  of  excife. 
And  Sir  Grey  Cooper  faid,  that  he  had  been  lutely  ^^ (Hired, 
by  a  great  and  refpeflable  perfon,  who  was  at  tlmt  time  in 
ofiice,  that,  after  many  meetings  with  the  priiicipal  trade -^s 
and  manufacturers  of  that  time,  and  after  many  repeated 
confultations  on  the  matter,  it  was  given  up,  hecaufe  Mr. 
Pelham  and  his  friends  were  convinced,  that  from  the  pecu- 
liar nature  of  the  manufacture  of  tobacco  and  fnufF,  the 
furvey  of  excife  could  not  be  applied  to  them  with  advantage 
to  the  revenue. 

The  Marquis  of  GrflA^w  rofe  merely  to  move  for  leave  to  Marq.  of 
withdraw  the  prefent  motion,  in  order  to  bring  up  a  claufe  Graham, 
calculated  to  alleviate  the  manufaflurers,  in  reipevS  to  what 
they~confidercd  as  an  inconvenience  in  a  part  of  thfrir  procefs 
of  the  fnuff  manufacture. 

The  Houfe  waited  while  the  claufe  was  engrofled  ;  Mr. 
Rofe  then  brought  up  the  claufe,  and  it  was  read  a  firft  and 
fecond  time,  and  added  to  the  bill  by  way  of  rider. 

Sir  yames  Johnflone  approved  of  the  meafure  in  all  but  the  Sir  Jamet 
deprivmg  the  manufacturers  of  the  right  of  trial  by  jury,  Johnftonc 
which  was  every  Englifhman's  birth-right.  Sir  James  faid, 
there  remained  above  two  millions  of  fubjeCts  of  this  king- 
dom, who  had  the  enjoyment  of  no  fuch  benefit,  and  thofe 
were  the  people  of  Scotland.  At  prefent,  every  man  had 
that  benefit  in  England,  excepting  thofe  who  were  manu- 
facturers of  excifeable  articles. 

The  bill,  with  its  amendments,  pafled. 

Mr.  Beaufoy  moved  the'  order  of  the  day  for  the  farther  Mn 
confideration  of  the  report  of  the  Committe  on  the  Revolutioti  Beaufoy. 
Commemoration  bill.  The  fame  having  been  read  accord- 
ingly, Mr.  Beaufoy  proceeded  to  move  the  feveral  amend- 
ments, and  when  they  came  to  that  part  of  the  bill,  which 
provided  that  the  Commemoration  Anniverfary  ftiould  be 
kept  on  the  i6th  of  every  December,  or  the  Sunday  neareft 
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to  it,  Mr.  Beaufoy  faid,  he  fhould  move  to  change  that 
amendmenr,  and  to  reflore  that  part  of  the  hill,  fo  that  it 
fhould  iland,  as  originally  drawn,  that  a  thankfgiving  (hould 
be  read.  He  explained  the  reafon  why  he  wiflied  this  alte- 
ration to  be  made,  by  bating,  that  if  the  bill  flood  as  amend- 
ed in  the  Committee,  it  would  be  an  innovation  on  the  dif- 
'  cipline  of  the  eftabliflied  church  :  when  the  bill  was  in  dif- 
cufTion,  feveral  gentlemen  had  thought  that  no  thankfgiving 
fhould  be  offered,  but  that  the  bill,  as  a  fhort  abftraiSl,  and 
brief  chronicle  of  the  greateft  bleffings  which  a  nation  ever 
received  from  the  Almighty,,  fhould  be  read  before  the  gene- 
ral thankfgiving.  Whereas,  the  general  thankfgiving  was, 
in  a  great  meafure,  i^iapplicable  to  the  fubjeft,  and  if  every 
clergyman  was  left  at  liberty  to  fubftitute  whatever  fuggeftcd 
itfelf  to  his  mind,  it  would  innovate  upon  the  difcipline  of 
the  eftabliflied  church  of  England;  he  therefore  propofed, 
that  (be  bill  fliould  be  reftored  to  what  it  originally  was, 
which  would  leave  the  thankfgiving  prayer  to  be  fettled  by 
the  Bifliops,  and  fo  let  the  whole  reft  Upon  the  fame  autho* 
rity  that  the  other  occafional  prayers  refted  upon. 
•  The  amendments  were  agreed  to,  and  the  bill  ordered  tf> 
be  read  a  third  time  upon  the enfuing  Monday. 
The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Alondayj  loth  July* 

Mr.  Blackburne  havjng  prefented  a  petition  from  the  ma- 
nufadlurers  of  Lancaftiire,  praying,  that  the  Piece-goods  bill 
might  not  pafs  into  a  law,  read  a  letter  from  his  conftituents 
on  the  fubjefl,  and  then  argued  in  favour  of  their  opinions. 

As  thereafoning  of  this  gentleman  was  fcarcely  difliroilar 
from  the  arguments  to  which  (that  we  may  not  trefpafs,  at 
the  clofe  of  an  unavoidably  long  account  of  the  debates  of 
this  feffion,  too  much  upon  the  patience  of  our  readers)  we 
ihall  but  briefly  allude  in  the  fequel,  it  cannot  be  either  dif- 
refpedlful  or  improper  to  pafs  it  over. 

Mr.  Dempfter  brought  up  two  petitions  from  Scotland  in 
favour  of  the  bill. 

The  three  petitions  were  referred  to  a^  Committee  of  the 
whole  Houfe,  and  then  the  Houfe  immediately  refolved  itfelf 
into  the  faid  Committee. 
Mr.  Mr,  Dundas  regarding  the  bill  as   a  meafure  calculated  to 

DancUs.  widen  the  fources  of  tratle,  and  open  new  channels  of  com- 
merce, contended,  that  the  petition  and  t,he  letter  would 
each,  if  duly  weighed,  appear  to  contain  arguments  rather 
in  favotjr  of,  than  againft, '  the  bill.  Mr.  Dundas  ftated  the 
objeft  of  tne  bill  to  be,  to  allow  the  manufacturers  to  fell 
their  goods  by  auilion,  duty  free,  but  to  compel  no  man  to 
fell  his  goods  otherways  than  he  thought  proper ;  after  expa- 
tiating 
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tiatiog  upon  its  merit  and  utility,  he  concluded  with  declar- 
ing, that  the  bill  could  only  be  oppoft-d  by  »h'.fe  who  wifhed 
toeftablifh  a  monopoly  in  favour  of  themtelves. 

Sir  7^/*^ -'^<w^'^'.>' conceived  that  the  hill  would  injure  the  Sir  Jofeph 
iotcreft  of  the  manufacturers  of  Lancafhire,  and  that  they  Mawbey. 
were  afraid  of  fomething  behind,  or  they  never  would  have 
oppofed  it.  He  was  exceedingly  averfe  to  pafling  a  bill  of 
that  magnitude,  and  a  bill  afi'dling  the  revenue  in  a  thin 
Hoofe,  with  not  more  than  forty  Members  pieff^nt,  at  To  late 
a  period  of  the  feffion.  He  therefore  earnellly  intrr.<-e<l  that 
itihottld  be  waved  till  the  next  feflion,  h\  v^bich  tin  »•  all 
doubts  might  be  removed  and  ohjedlio'is  reconciV<l.  lie  tie- 
dared  that  he  wifhed  th<  manufa^urers  of  >cotland  exrred* 
inglywell,  but  he  could  not  confent,  out  of  compl.ii'Tice  to 
them,  to  adopt  a  grtat^and  important  meafure,  ftaf»'d  by  ibe 
Engliih  manufa^urers  of  this  country  to  be  prejudicial  to 
their  interefts. 

Mr.  H.  Thornton  having  remarked  that  it  wa«  by  no  mrrns  Mr,  H. 
the  raanufadlurers  of  Scotland  alone  who  df  fired  pt-i.n'fii'M  Thornton 
to  fell  their  goods  by'auflion,  but  manv  Ei^glifli  m.-uufK^lu- 
rers,  added,  that  the  bill  wa-^  no  new  mfilun-;  that  he  had 
heard  of  it  for  many  months.;  and  that  as  to  thr  late  period 
of  the  feiEon,  the  Committee  had  been  put  off  for  a  \v»-^k  at 
the  defire  of  the  honourable  Memi)er  for  I  ancaflMre,  who 
had  exprefled  a  wifh  to  hear  from  his  conftitut  ms  on  the 
fubjedl,  before  the  blanks  were  filled  up.  1  he  ma  vifnt^u- 
rers  of  Scotland  he  ftated  to  havt*  beer  verv  great  fuff^vers 
from  the  late  failures.  From  want  of  information,  as  to  the 
charafiers  and  credit  of  the  London  houfes,  they  had  impru- 
dently fent  their  goods  up  to  feveral,  by  whom  they  bad 
D^n  fold  for  ready  money,  to  anfwer  a  prefent  purp  fe,  and 
thty  themfelves  had  been  obbged  to  come  in  as  creditors  un- 
ier coitimiffions  of  bankruptcy.  This  was  arlually  fwind- 
ling  the  manufa£lurers  out  of  their  property  ;  and  therefore, 
theyVifhedto  fell  their  goods  by  auftion;  but  the  auv^ion 
taxof  2i  percent,  which  pafled  ten  years  ago,  flood  \v\  ibfir 
^sy»  That  bill  had  been  brought  in,  not  as  a  bill  of  regu- 
lation, but  as  a  bill  of  revenue,  though  in  the  end  it  had 
operated  as  a  bill  of  regulation,  \yhat  he  thought  very 
ftrong  in  favour  of  the  bill  was,  that  it  put  the  manufa6lu- 
rcrsjuftin  the  fame  ftate  that  they  were  in  before  the  Auc- 
tion-duty bill  pafled.  The  only  grouid  on  which  the  ma- 
nufadurers  of  Lancafhire  appeared  to  reft  their  objVftion  was, 
tnat  fraudulent  auftions  might  take  place;  hut  they  would 
^ake  place  juft  as  much  now  as  when  the  bill  fliould  have 
Puffed;  becaufe,  although  the  2f  per  cent,  duty  operated  as 
a  prohibition  upon  the  manufafturers  felling  their  own  goods 
^)  auQion,  it  was  no  bar  to  the  fwindling  fellers,  dnc^,  as 

they 
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—but  the  huff  colour  will  puzzle  the  future  Burnets^  Old- 
tnixofiSy  Raptns^^  SmolUts^  Humesj  and  ^f^i^oZfi  o£. this  coun« 
try  :  ibme  of  them  may  give  it  a  ludicrous  turn,  and  lay, 
it  was  charadleriftic  of  the  difpoUtion  of  the  wearers,  and 
that  they  liked  every  thing  heft  in  ifuff:  others  may  fuppofc 
that  it  bore  iome  alluGon  to  the  events  of  the  times,  to  none 
of  which,  in  truth,  can  it  be  reconcileable.     For  my  part,  I 
fliould  imagine  the  adopti'on  of  this  colour  muft  have  arifen 
from  private  and  perjcnai  motives  altogether.     1  remember 
when  a  right  hbnourable  gentleman,  (Mr.  Fox)  whom  I  do 
not  now  fee  in  his  phice,  firft  took  his  feat  in  this  Houfe, 
then  under  age,  he  feemed  to  poffefs  all  the  levity,  and  feme 
of  the  folhes,  of  that  giddy  time  of  life. — He  had  red  heels 
to  his  /hoes,  a  .white  feather  on  his  hat,  and,  being  juft  ar- 
rivrid  from  France.,  his  clothes  were  of  the  neweft  faftiion. 
To  him,  I  believe,  we  were  indebted  for  the  introduflion 
of  the  JCAriois  buckle — If  he  was  not  the  leader,  he  was, 
certainly,  one  of  the  firft  in  the  fafhion.— [Sir  Jofeph  was 
told  from  the  Chair  that  fuch  obfervations  had  nothing  to 
do  with  the  fubje6t  before  the  Houfe.]     The  right  honour- 
able gentleman  foon  found  it  was  of  more  confequence  to 
improve  his  underftanding  than  to  adorn  his  perfon,  and 
quickly  affe6led  fimpliciiy  in  drefs:  —  from  his  frequently, 
if  not  generally,  appearing  in  a  blue  coat  and  ^tt^waiftcoat, 
1  prefume  it  is,  that  his  followers  and  friends  have  adopted 
that  badge  of  diftindlion.  —  The  orange- coloured  cape  has  an 
immediate  allufion  to  the  revolution  brought  about  by  the 
Prince  of  Qrance,  in  the  laft  century:  it  alfo  has  an  al- 
lufion to  that  recent  revolution  in  modern  politics,  which 
has  done  His  Majefty's  councils  in  general,  and  the  right 
honourable  gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Treafury  in  parti- 
cular, fo  much  honour;  I  mean  the  revolution  which  has 
recently  united  this  country  with  Holland^  and  the  Prince 
of  Orange^  in  the  ftridleft  bands  of  friendftiip.     For  thefe 
reafons,  I  muft  own,  if  1  weje  to  wear  any  livery^  it  (hould 
be  the  blue  and  orange^     But  though  I  like  the  livery  of  one 
.  party,  I  muft  prefer  the  column  at  if i/»«)f»2^A  to  this  bill — 
it  will  take  in  two  obje£ls,  the  fignature  of  Magna  Ch^^^^ 
by  King  John^  and  the  revolution  by  King  fpilliam :  it  will 
alfo  be  a  particular  ornament  to  the  county  which  has  done 
roe  the  honour  to  fend  me  to  this  Houfe  as  one  of  its  repje- 
fentatires  in  three  Parliaments;  and,  as  I  live  within  fave 
ipiles  of  the  fpot,  it  will,  probably  be  feen  from  my  win- 
dows.    I  am  juft  returned  from  the  country,  and  inform 
the  Houfe,  with  equal  furprife  and  regret,  that  no  fort  ot 
preparation  appears  hitTjerto  to  have  been  made  for  its  erec- 
tion, although  five  hundred  pounds  has  been  voted -for  that 

purpofe  out  of  the  ffT^ig  Fund,  (a  fund  which,  no  doubt, 

*  makes 
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makes  a  conHderable  figure  in  the  books  of  the  governor 
and  company  of  the  Bank  of  England)  and  a  Committee  of 
Lords,  and  very  refpeflable  gentlemen,  has  been  appointed 
to  carry'  their  refolution  into  execution. — Ru?inymede  has  a 
variety  of  owners,  fome  of  whom  will  certainly  |)ermit  the 
ere£lion  of  the  column ;  but  I  cannot  find  that  any  enquiry 
has  been  made  about  n  (pot,  or  that  a  plan  and  eiVimate  has 
been  given  in :  if  it  was  ever  meant  to  lland  any  where  but 
in  a  newfpaper,  it  is  time  it  was  fe:  about— whenever  I  fee 
the  column  ferioufly  begun,  if  afliltancc  fliould  be  wanting 
to  complete  it,  they  certainly  Ihall  have  my  lubfcription.— 
My  honourable  friend,  and  a  noble  Lord  [Earl  Stanhope] 
in  the  other  Houfe  of  Parliament,  who  flood  pledged  to  the 
public,  have  rcalifcd  their  profeifions  in  bringing  in  this  bill ; 
—neither  of  them  ftood  in  need  of  luch  a  mcafure  to  demon- 
ftrate  their  attaciiment  to  the  true  princij  les  of  the  Revolu- 
tion; their  parliamentary  condudl,    on  all  occafions,    had 
fhewn  the  fincerity  of  luch  attachment  to  them.      J  hough 
there  certainly  can  be  no  harm  in  reading  once  a  year,  in 
every   church   and   chapel,   of    pII  denominations,   in    ths 
kingdom,  the  Bill  of  Rights^  and  other  a£ls  of  Parliament, 
yet  I  obieft  to  it  as  a  refledlion  on  the  wifdom  and  public 
fpirit  of   our  anceilors,  who  certainly  thoiight  they  had 
done  enough  in  enad\ing  particular  prayers  to  be  faid  on  the 
occafion  yearly;  and  I  diflike  this  bill  the  more,  as  it  will 
impofe  a  very  heavy  increafe  of  duty  on  the  poorer  clergy, 
niany  of  whom  will  have  to  read  this  bill  three  or  four 
times  a  day  for  a  very  fcanty  allowance.     If  the  bill  fliould 
be  read  ix  third  time,  I  will  certainly  propofe  an  engrolTed 
daufe  by   way  of  rider,  direfling  the  church  and  chapel 
wardens,  and  deacons  of  every  parifli,  chapel,  and  place, 
to  pay  to  the  oCiciating  minifler  twenty  fliillings  for  the 
extra  trouble  this  a(£t  will  occafion. 

I  hope  no  one,  from  any  thing  I  have  faid,  will  fuppofe 
roe  adverfe  to  the  Revolution  :  on  the  contrary,  it  has  been 
always  my  boaft,  to  have  been  bred  bp  in  ftrift  Revolution 
principles  —  it  has  l*eep  my  pride  to  have  adhered  to  them 
always  in  private,  and  in  public  life,  for  thirty  years  toge- 
ther—  They  are  principles  of  which  I  fljall  fay,  (if  I  may 
be  permitted  to  ufe  the  language  of  a  great  character  in  the 
other  Houfe  of  Parliament,  on  a  late  memorable  occafion,) 
^hen  I  forget y  and  forego,  them^  may  God  forget  me* 

Sir  ff^atkin  Lewes  conceived  that  the  fubjeft  was  of  too  Sir  W. 
important  a  nature  to  deferve  to  be  treated  with  levity.  Lcwet. 
With  regard  to  the  pillar  at  Runnymede,  it  might  orna- 
ment the,  county  of  Surrey,  but  it  muft  neceflarily  be  i>e- 
rilhable  in  its  nature,  while,  if  the  bill  pafled,  it  would  ere<5l 
a  column  in  every  pariQi  church  in  the  kingdom,  which 
Vol.  XXVL  3  M  might 
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might  lad  till  the  end  of  time.  It  would  live  forever  in  the 
hearts  of  the  Britifh  people,  and  prove  a  glorious  monument 
to  the  virtuous  efforts  of  our  anceftors,  which  no  length  of 
years  could  obliterate  or  deftroy.  As  to  the  Runny mede 
column,  perhaps  the  reafon  why  the  honourable  Baronet 
could  not  learn  of  any  flaps  being  taken  towards  its  erefhioa 
was,  that  the  Whig  Club  fubfcription  was  not  full ;  and 
pofTibly  tliey  waited  for  the  contribution  of  the  honourable 
Baronet. 

The  queflion  being  called,  the  Houfe  divided; 

Ayes  I  a.    Noes  13. 
and  it  appearing  that  forty  Members  were  not  prefentj  the 
Houfe  adjourned- 

Tuefday^  2iji  July. 

Mr.  Beaufoy  moved,  "  That  the  ingrofled  Rcvolution-an- 
^*  nivcrfary  bill  be  now  read  a  third  time."   ~ 
Sir  Wra.       Sir  ff^illtam  Dolben  contended  that,  in  his  opinion,  neither 
Dolben.   the  People  nor  the  Government  needed  any  fuch  bill  to 
rouze  them  to  a  fenfe  of  the  blefSngs  they  enjoyed  in  con- 
fequence  of  the  Revolution ;  they  were  fully   fenfible  of 
them,  and  without  the  aid  of  that  bill,  would,  he  doubted 
not,  be  always  ready  to  maintain  their  liberties.     There 
was  already  a  commemoration  of  the  Revolution  (the  5th  of 
November)  and,  fhould  the  prefent  bill  pafs,  that  day  of 
commemoration  ought  to  be  expunged. 
I^r.  Mr.  Martin  declared  that  he  could  not  perceive,  without 

Martin,    equal  concern  and  furprife,  an  oppcfition  to  a  bill  of  fo 
laudable  a  nature  as  the  prefent,  which  was  to  keep  alive 
fentiments  of  gratitude  for   fo  glorious  an  event  as  the  Re- 
volution. 
Sir  Jofcph      Sir  yojeph  Mawhey  oppofed  th';  bill,  and  went  over  the 
Maivbcy.  old  field  of  objection.     He  repeated  that  if  the  bill  fhould 
be  agreed  to  by  the  Houfe,  he  would  propofe  a  claufe  by 
way  of  rider,  for  allowing  twenty  fhillings  each  to  the  cler- 
gymen who  fhould  do  the  duty  impofed  upon  them  by  the 
bill. 
Mr.  Mr.  C'Mrtenay  fupported  the  bill,  as  conceiving  it  fully 

Courtcnay  calculated  to  operate  as  a  ftimulus  to  our  neighbours  in 
their  flruggle  for  liberty  ;  it  would  fliew  them  that,  at  the 
diflance  of  a  centurv  from  the  aera  of  the  Revolution,  we 
prcferved  the  fame  fentiments  of  civil  and  religious  liberty 
as  thofe  which  had  aftuated  our  anceflors  to  their  glorious 
exertions, 
Mr.  V\'t.  .  Mr»  Py^  confidered  the  hill  as  ridiculous,  in  forming  two 
commemorations  of  one  event. 

The  queAion  was  then  put,  on  which  the  Houfe  divided. 
Ayes,  23;  Noes,  14,     Majority  9  for  the  bill. 

6  Sir 
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Sir  Jofeph  Mawbey  then  moved  his  claufe  for  allowing 
cpnipenfation  to  the  clergymen  for  reading  the  a£k. 

This  pafled  in  the  negative. 

Upon  the  queftion  put,  *^  that  this  bill  do  pafs,"  it  wenc 
in  the  affirmative  without  a  divifion. 

Mr.  Beaufoy  was  ordered  to  carry  the  bill  to  the  Lords  for  - 
their  concurrence. 

The  Uoufe  adjourned. 

TVcdnefday^  %2djuly. 

The  order  of  the  day  for  the  third' reading  of  the  Eaft- In- 
dia Company  loan  bill  having,  upon  moiion,  been  read, 

Mr.  £>unaas  defired,  before  the  bill  be  read  a  third  time,  Mr. 
to  explain  a  matter  which  had  been  mi(c6nceived,  and  which  Dundat. 
he  was  by  no  means  willing  to  let  remain,  as  dated  in  a  pa- 
per of  the  preceding  Thurfday.  Jn  the  account  of  his  fpeech 
on  the  report  of  the  Committee  (to  whom  the  Eaft-India 
Company's  petition  had  been  referred)  being  brought  up,  he 
was  mentioned  to  have  declared,  **  that  he  trufted,  from 
'^  what  he  had  faid,  either  then  or  on  Monday,  that  no 
'^  man  would  imagine  that  he  defigned  to  have  it  underftood 
"  that  there  was  any  probability  of  the  Company's  charter 
"  not  being  renewed,**  and  this  ftatement  was  followed  with 
a  variety  of  obfervations  made  by  him.  The  fad  was^  that 
he  neither  meant  to  fa  j,  nor  had  faid,  one  word  about  the 
renewal  of  the  Companjrs  charter,  but  had  been  talking  of 
their  trade  as  a  Company  continuing,  and  to  that  alone  and 
the  poffible  future  arrangement  as  to  the  territorial  revenues 
had  all  his  obfervations  been  applicable.  The  queftion  of 
renewal  of  the  Company's  charter  he  had  left  untouched  as 
a  matter  open  to  future  difcuiTion,  and  he  dedred  not  to  be 
nnderflood  as  having  pledged  himfelf,  or  pledged  Govern- 
ment, either  that  the  charter  of  the  Company  would  or  that 
it  would  not  be  renewed. 

The  bill  was  then  read  a  third  time  and  pafled. 

Mr.  Sheridan  remarked,  that  there  had  been  an  irregula-      Mr. 
rity  in  the  voting  of  the  Army  Extraordinaries  for  the  pre-  Sheridan, 
fent  year,  and  a  balance  of  more  than  390,0001.  left  in  the 
hands  of  the  Paymafter  General,  which  had^/ince  been  voted 
by  a  feparate  vote  from  thofe  of  the  Army  Extraordinaries. 

Mr.  Secretary  Grenville  anfwered,  that  no  money  what;-       Mr. 
ever  had  been  left  in  the  hands  of  the  Paymafter  6eneral ;  Grenville. 
and  that  the  fum  fo  ftated  in  the  vote,  was  a  balance  under 
that  head  (landing  in  the  name  of  the  Paymafter  General, 
in  the  Bank  of  England. 

Mr.  fpindham  obferved  that,  ailhough  the  fubje£l  of  af-      Mr. 
fording  a  temporary  relief  of  wheat  flour,  folicited  on  the    Wind- 
part  of  France,  haa  been  referred  to  a  Committee  who  had     ha°*» 

J}  M  2  decided 
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decided.  ngajDt  it,  he  could  not  avoid  intreating  the  permif- 
fion  of  the  Houl'e  to  renew  the  confideration  of  it,  in  con- 
fequence  of  having  received  feveral  letters  from  particular 
friends  in  France,  v/hich  ftated  fads,  the  fame,  he  fuppoied, 
as  were  flated  in  other  letters  written  from  thence,  all  of 
which  proved  that  the  diflrefs  was  very  great,  and  that  there 
had  been  riots  on  account  of  tiie  fcarciiy  of  bread  at  Rouen 
and  elfewliere;  he  wiflied,  therefore,  is  the  fubje£i,  from  its 
pature,  varied  from  time  to  time,  to  know,  whether,  though 
!t  had  been  before  deemed  inconvenient  to  comply  with 
the  requiCtion  from    France,  the  fame  inconvenience  ilill 
remained,  and  it  was  inconvenient  to  grant  it  now.     He  was 
anxious  to  have  this  taken  into  confideration,  becaufe,  pof- ' 
fibly,  by  the  time  which  had  elapfed,  the  diftrefs  in  France 
might  have  augmented,  and  our  profpefts  of  plenty  might 
have  improved,  and  we  might  be  able  to  fpare  the  quantity 
of  jBour  afked.     He  knew  not  how  to  ascertain  whether 
this  was  poffible,  other  wife  th'an  by  enquiring  into  the  pre- 
fent  fituation  of  France,  and  the  profpedl  df  our  own  fitua- 
tion  in  refpedV  tp  grain,  as  likely  to  be  afFedied  by  the  har- 
veft.     When  the  fubjedt  had  been  formerly  there  difculTcd, 
he  had  declared  that  he  wiflied  Adminidration  had  taken 
the  matter  upon  themfelves,  and  not  faid  a  word  about  it 
till  the  bufinefs  was  either  done,  or  fo  far  determined  on, 
that  no  bad  confequence  could  refult  from  its  being  difcu£ed 
in  that  Houfe.     At  that  time,  fom^gentlemen  on  the  other 
fide  had  expreiTed  a  doubt  of  the  fincerity  of  his  profeflions; 
why  they  fhould  have  done  fo,  he  was  at  a  lofs  to  imagine, 
becaufe  he  was  by  no  means  fo  hoftile  to  the'othcr  fide  of 
the  Houfe  as  to  defire  to  injure  them  through  the  medium 
of  their  merits.    The  reafon  why  he  wanted  Ad m in ifl ration 
to  have  taken  the  matter  on  themfelves  was,  he  wifl)ed  the 
relief  folicited  to  have  been  granted,  and  he  really  thought 
•  they  could  have  done  it  better  than  a  Committee.     A  Com- 
mittee could  only  enquire,   but  Admin iftration  could   do 
more;  it  could  afcertain,  arrange,  and  fettle  what  was  fit 
to  be  done.     There  were,  Mr.  Windham  faid,  three  courfes 
which  might  have  been  taken  in  the  prefent  bufinefs.;  the 
Minifter  might  have  declared,  in  the  firft  inflance,  that  he 
would  have  no  concern  in  it ;  or  he  might  have  taken  it 
upon  Adminiftration,   and  have  enquired,    arranged,    and 
*        fettled  what  might  have  been  done  before  it  was  brought  to 
that  tioufe:  or  he  might  have  thrown  the  decifion  out  of 
his  hands,  and  have  admitted  that  a  Conunittee  might  en- 
quire.    This  laft,  in  his  opinion,  was  the  leaft  advifeable 
on  account  of  the  delay,  which  might  be  longer  than  the 
preffure  of  the  cafe  would  bear,  and  of  other  injurious  con- 
sequences refulting  whilft  the  fubje^  was  under  the  iuvefti- 

gatioa 
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gation  of  the  Committee.  Mr.  WlafTliam  expatiated  on  the^ 
fmallnefs  of  the  quantity  of  flour  aiked  for,  and  ohferved 
that  he  thought  that  a  flight  inconvenience,  if  we  were  to 
impart  relief  to  the  neighbouring  co^mtry,  was  not  the  only 
coafideration  on  the  prefent  occaflon*  There  might  be 
fomething  in  the  grace  of  giving.  It  might  fliew  their 
kindnefsy  their  goodnefs,  and  the  iincerity  of  their  friendly 
profcflions  to.wqxds  France,  which,  for  a  variety  of  reafons, 
at  this  particular  crifis,  were  highly  defer ving  of  attention* 
He  had  already  heard  that  their  refufal  had  given  great  dif* 
guft,  and  therefore  he  heartily  wiihed,  if  it  were  poflible, 
that  the  relief  might  be  given,  to  fay  nothing  of  the  libe- 
rality by  which  an  a£tion  of  this  nature  would  be  confpi- 
cuoufly  marked* 

Mr.  Secretary  Grenville  remarked,  that  he  could  with     Mr. 
truth  afliure  the  honourable  gentleman  who  fpoke  laft,  that  Grenville. 
he  moft  fincerely  gave  him  credit  for  the  purity  of  his  mo- 
tives; he  by  no  means  fufpe£ted  the  honourable  gentleman 
of  being  aauated  on  that  or  any  other  occafion,  by  the 
worthlefs  idea  of  defiring  His.  Majefty's  Miiiifters  to  take 
any  roeafure  upon  themfelves,  merely  that  he  might  after- 
ivardi  bring  it  forward  as  a  ground  of  complaint  againft 
tbem.    Therefore,  in  confidering  the  fubjedl,  he  thought 
nothing  remained  but  to   place  the  queilion  on  its  true 
grounds.     With  regard  to  His  Majefty's  Minifters  having 
offered  it  to  the  confideration  of  that  Houfe  rather  than 
taken  it  upon  themfelves,  the  fervants  of  .the  Crown  could 
not  have  been  juftified  in  laying  before  the  King  any  mea* 
fures  refpe<Sling  it,  while  Parliament  was  fitting,  without 
&r(l  coming  to  that  Houfe  and  flating  the  grounds  of  tbs 
cafe  to  them.     That  courfe  had  been  purfued,  after  an  en-  * 
quiry  made  by  His  Majefly's  fervants,  and  a  Committee  of 
the  Houfe,  after  due  in veiligat ion,  and  a  comparifon  of  the 
ftate  of  corn  in  both  countries,  had  reported  to  the  Hoi^^fe, . 
that  the  relief  folicited  could  not  be  granted  without  ferious 
inconvenience  to  the  country.    It  would  have  given  His 
Majefty's  fervants  a  peculiar  degree  of  fatisfadlion  if  it  had 
^cen  in  their  power  to  afford  the  relief  folicited,  but  t;hey 
found  they  could  not.     They  were  neverthelcfs  deGrous 
t^ai  the  fubjedt  (bould  be  fubmitted  to  a  Conimittee  of  that 
Houfe;  that  Committee  had  made  their  report,  and  the 
ground  on  which  they  refted  their  opinion  that  the  relief 
could  not  be  granted^  was  the  ftate  of  tlie  flock  of  corn  in    . 
hand,  the  profpcSl  of  the  harveft  and  the  price  of  the  article 
^n  this  country  and  in  France.    Mr.  Grenville  now  con- 
tended, that  no  farther  enquiry  could  be  made,  as  it  would 
^e  only  holding  out  a  delufive  hope,  which  would  prove, 
.^eedingly  wrong  in  ^  cafe  of  that  nature.     With  regard  to 

the 
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the  appearance  of  the  refufal,  it  muft  be  the  general  wifh  that 
the  relief  fhould,,  if  poffible,  have  been  granted,  but  a  Houfe 
of  Commons  fitting  there  muft  look  to  the  fecurity  of  their 
own  country  as  its  primary  objeft,  and  as  to  meddling  any 
farther  with  the  fubjcdl  he  greatly  feared  that  the  farther 
they  purfued  the  inveftigation  the  more  they  would  find  the 
reafons  of  the  Report  of  their  Committee  confirmed  and 
ftrengthcned,  in  confequence  of  the  damage  done  to  the  ftand- 
ing  corn,  and  the  defay  of  the  harveft  occafioned  by  the  late 
continual  wet  weatlier.  ^ 
Mr.  Mr.  Gajcoyne  faid,  that  as  he  fat  on  the  former  Committee 

Safcoyne.  j^g  (houjd  conceive  that  he  a<5led  wrong  if  he  did  not  rife  and 
afiure  the  honourable  gentleman  that  thofe  arguments  which 
had  induced  the  Committee  to  a£l  as  they  did  were  rather 
ftrengthcned  than  leftened  fince.  It  would  not,  Mr.  Gaf- 
coyne  added,  be  regular  for  him  to  go  into  a  difcuffion  of  the 
Report,  and  the  opinions  it  contained;  but  if  the  honourable 
gentleman  knew  as  much  as  he  did,  and  as  he  would  tell  him 
oiit  of  the  Houfe,  he  would,  he  was  perfuaded,  admit  that 
theopinionsof  theCom?Tiitteewereconfiderably  ftringthened. 

Sir  Wat-       Sir  Pf^atkin  Lewes  declared  that  he  felt  the  utmoft  concern 

kin  Lewes  When  he  perceived  that  the  requifitlon  of  relief  in  regard  to 
flour,  which  had  been  made  from  France,  could  not  be 
granted  without  ferious  inconvenience;  and  the  more  fo  as 
he  had  every  reafon  to  believe  that  the  obje6lions  to  comply- 
ing with  the  requifition  were  too  folid  and  forcible  to  be  fuh- 
dued.  He  menti(7ned,  that  on  account  of  the  high  price  of 
corn,  the  Court  of  Aldermen  of  the  City  of  London  had, 
the  preceding'day,  been  obliged  to  raife  the  price  of  the 
wheaten  loaf  a  full  ailize,  a  circumftance  which  the  Court 
never  confented  to  but  with  the  utmoft  relu£^ance,  and  in  no 
cafe,  where  there  was  any  poffibility  of  avoiding  it  without 
being  guilty  of  the  greateft  injuftice  to  the  bakers.  He  un- 
derftood  that  much  corn  had  been  exported  clandeftinely^ 
which  was  one  caufe  of  the  dearnefs  of  that  article. 
Mr,  Mr.  Dempjier  obfervpd  that  he  ftiolild  imagine  that  fo  fmall 

J>einpfler.  a  quantity  as  2C,ooo  facks  could  not  be  an  objedb  to  us; 
and  he  ftiould  feel  great  pleafure  to  find  that  it  was  poilible 
to  fpare  thrm  for  the  relief  of  even  a  rival  ftate  in  the  hoar  of 
its  calamity.  He  fpoke  of  a  defeft  in  the  evidence  adduced 
before  the  Committee  with  regard  to  the  diftreffes  of  the 
French ;  and  faid  the  amount  of  the  evidence  had  been  what 
the  Committee  refted  their  ^judgement  upon  when  they  made 
the' declaration  that  the  relief  could  not  be  granted  without 
very  ferious  inconvenience.  As  the  right  honourable  gentle- 
man, therefore,  had  obtained  information  that  the  diftrefles 
of  the  neighbouring  country  were  much  greater  thaa  they 
had  before  appeared  to  be,  he  fhould  hope  tliat  the  relief 

might 


A.  1789.  DEBATES.  45$ 

might  be  granted.  It  would  be  an  aft  of  gcnerofity  which 
might  put  us  to  inconvenience;  but  if  it  did  not  it  would  be 
no  aft  of  generoCty. 

Sir  James  Johnjlone  urged  the  neceffity  of  attending  firft  of  Sir  Jamai 
all  ta  the  diftreffes  of  our  own  people.     Great  tumults  had  Johnlbiis 
arifen  in  Paris  from  the  fcarcity  of  bread,  and  tumults  might 
arife  on  the  fame  account  in  the  City  of  London,  if  any  flour 
at  fuch  a  critical  time  was  allowed  to  be  exported,  and  fo  that 
Houfe  might  draw  down  on  itfelf  confiderable  obloquy.     It 
woold  be  unjuft  to  add  unneceflTarily  to  the  diflrefs  of  our  own     . 
people,  and  an  aft  of  injuftice  which  that  Houfe  dared  not 
commit. 

Mr.  Courtenay^Snt^  wbnt  would  the  opinion  of  the  French  Mr. 
be  of  our  good  will  towards  them,  or  the  fmcerity  of  our  Courtenaj 
profeffions  of  friendship,  when  they  fliould  hear,  that  when 
tbey  aiked  fo  fmall  a  relieCas  twenty  thoufand  facks  of  flour, 
it  was  moved  by  the  right  honourable  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, that  a  Committee  fhould  be  appointed  to  enquire 
into  the  high  price  of  flour;  and,  after  that  Committee  had 
reported  that  the  relief  could  not  be  fpared,  the  price  of 
wheat  fhould  fall  fo  low  that  it  might  be  exported  legally, 
and  yet  upon  an  attempt  having  been  i^ade  to  do  what  the 
law  allowed^  the  exportation  was  flopped  by  the  Cuftom* 
hoQfe  officers,  who  took  upon  themfelves  to  fufpend  an  adk 
of  Parliainent,  and  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  not  only 
encouraged  them  in  fo  doing  but  brought  in  a  bill  to  indem- 
nify the  Cuftom  houfe  officers  for  having  a£led  againft  an 
exiftinglaw? 

Mr.  Courtenay  reprehended  this  praftice  of  fufpending  a6l$ 
of  Parliament  at  the  will  of  the  firfl  Lord  of  the  Treafury, 
but  faid  that  he  did  not  mean  to  aflert  that  the  lowering  of 
the  price  in  order  to  export  it,  might  not  t>e  a  trick  of  the 
cornfaftors.  The  French,  however,  might  not  underftand 
it  to  be  a  fraudulent^  attempt,  and  might  think  that  (as  the 
honourable  gentleman  had  juft  obferved)  the  quantity  aflced 
wasfo  fmall  that  it  was  fomething  more  than  a  fear  of  incon- 
venience which  induced  us  to  refufe  the  relief. "  Twenty 
thoufand  facks,  Mr.  Courtenay  flared  to  be  the  confumption 
of  one  day  onlylh  this  country,  and  the  confumption  of  one 
^^y  (he  (aid)  could  furely  be  fpared  in  an  adl  of  humanity. 
The  honourable  Baronet  had  juft  obferved  that  the  Houfe 
^ould.  not  dare  to  grant  the  relief  for  fear  of  popular  clamour 
2nd  tumult  from  the  people  here  at  home.  That  Houfe  (he 
hoped)  would  ever  have  the  fpirit  to  defy  popular  clamour, 
and  would  never  confider  it  as  a  ground  of  their  conduft,  but 
^ould  do  what  they  thought  right  without  dread  of  any  com- 
P)aint  about  it  without  doors.  Wlien  the  diftrefs  of  the 
'^'■ench  was  confidcred,  and  the  riots  for  want  of  bread  which 

had 
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had  happened  at  Rouen  and  ait  many  other  places,  and  when 
it  was  confidefed  what  a  fpirit  of  liherty  had  been  lately  ma- 
nifefted  in  France  (a  fpirit  in  which  every  Lnglifhman  mud 
JFeel  the  higheft  iii^tisfa£tion)  he  was  fm'e  that  the  lower  order 
'  of  the  people  here,  who  were  a£luated  by  the  fame  fpirit, 

and  who  had  diftinguifhed  themfelves  on  many  occaCons  hj 
nobly  manifeiling  it,  would  willingly  fuffer  a  fmall  tempo- 
rary inconvenience  rather  than  not  afiford  the  relief  of  which 
their  neighbours  on  the  Continent  ftood  in  fuch  extreme 
need.   ^ 
Mr.  Rote.      Mr.  Rp/e  confciTcd  that  he  felt  it  impolfible  to  liften  to  feme 
of  the  allufions  of  the  honourable  gentleman  without  aftonifli- 
ment.     He  had  talked  of  fufpending  adls  of  Parliament  at  the 
will  of  the  Treafury,  and  then  applying  for  Bills  of  Indem- 
,        nity ;  he  wondered  where  the  honourable  gentleman  got  thofe 
expreffions.    Certain  he  was  that  there  were  no  fadts  to 
ground  them  upon.     No  perfon  whom  he  knew  of  bad  fuf- 
pended  an  exifting  law,  nor  had  any  Bill  of  Indemnity  been 
applied  for»     The  endeavour  to  export  wheat  flour  had  been 
an  attrocious  fraud,  confined  to  the  port  of  New  Shoreham 
only^  and  the  wheat  attempted  to  be  exported  had  not  been 
ihc  wheat  of  that  market  (the  fair  marketable  grain  of  the 
(bounty)  but  wheat  flour  fent  down  from  London.     The 
whole  had  been  a  fraud  fo  rank  and  obvious,  that  it  had  very 
properly  been  prevented ;  but  no  perfon  thought  of  alking  for 
>     ^  Bill  of  Indemnity  for  what  had  been  done.     With  regard 
to  the  relief  a(ked  for  from  France,  he  was  one  of  thofe  who 
when  it  was  flrft  heard  of  was  extremely  defirous  that  it 
fliould  be  indantly  granted,  and  fo  (he  trufted)  would  every 
man  in  the  couiitry  be,  whether  in  or  out  of  that  Houfe,  if 
it  could  have  been  done  without  very  ferious  inconvenience; 
but  upon  enquiry  it  had  been  found  that  fuch  was  the  ftate  of 
the  ftock,  and  fuch  the  pnpfpeft,  that  it  would  prove  in  the 
higheft  degree  improper  and  imprudent  to  venture  upon  fo 
hazardous  a  meafure  as  fuffeVing'the  exportation  of  20,000 
facks  of  flour,  which  was  a  Week's  confumption.    The  prof- 
ptSt  of  th?  harveil  was  now  rather  lefs  promifing,  and  if  the 
wet  weather  continued  it  would  occafion  a  delay  of  two  or 
three  weeks. 
2^,..  .      .  Mr.Ci9wr/^«^;pjuftiiiedivhat  hehad  faid,  by  obferving  that 
Courtenayhe  had  mentioned,  that  the  attempt  at  exporting  the  corn 
might  be  a  fraud  of  the  corn  faflors,  and  declaring  that  he 
had  ftated  the  other  fafts  on  tjie  authority  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  who  had  fo  mentioned  the  matter  to  the 
Houfe. 
The  order  of  the  day  being  read  for  the  Houfe  to  gointo 

a  Committee  on  the  Corn  Bill^  . 

Mr. 
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Mr.  Secretbrv  Grenville  bixMight  op  a  nev  ciaufe  ezplana* 
tory  of  a  part  ot  the  bill,  which,  as  it  ftood  originally  in  the^ 
former  bill,  hikd  not  been  thought  fuffipiently  explicit. 

The  claofe  was  agreed  to,  and  the  bill  with  the  ameml* 
ments  was  ordered  to  be  reported* 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

%\xyobn  Riggs  Miller^  defiring  that  he  might  be  indulged  Sir  J  R. 
for  a  few  momentt  with  the  attention  of  the  Houfe,  faid,  that    filler. 
towards  the  clofe  of  the  laft  fei&on  of  Parliament,  he  had 
given  notice  that  in  the  c  jjurfe  of  the  prefent  fc^on  be  (hould 
move  for  a  Committee  ^*  to  confxder  and  report  the  expedien- 
"  cy  of  efiablilhing  one  general  ftandard  of  weights  and 
**  larafures,  to  be  obferved  through  the  kingdom,'^  but,  for 
the  prefent,  he  would  merely  trouble  the  Houfe  to  aflure 
them,  tbdt  he  had  neither  been  wanting  in  diligencp  or  affi-- 
duity,  nor  been  fparing  in  expence  to  obtain  every  poflible 
information  upon  this  mod  important  fubjeA;  a  iubje£l 
which,  whatever  feaiible  appearance  it  might  prefent  upon  a 
curfory  view  of  it,  he  had  found,  upon  a  clofer  examination, 
to  be  exteiifive,  complex,  and  embarrafled,  in  an  extraordi- 
nary and  mofl  unexpedcd  degree.    Sir  John  faid,  that  he, 
however,  had  not'/hrunk  from  thefe  difficulties,  but  had  op* 
pofed  to  them  every  pofiible  exertion  of  which  he  was  capable. 
He  had  addrefled  a  general  circular  letter  to  the  chief  magif* 
trates  of  all  the  cities,  corporations,  and  borough  towni  of 
Great  Britarn,  foliciting  their  communications  and  afliftance 
iipon  the  fubjed  of  his  enquiry,  which  had,  by  moft  of  them, 
^^ten  complied  with,  with  much  liberality  and  inftruAion. 
He  had  endeavoured  to  obtain  every  publication  which  had 
appeared  for  a  century  paft,  as  well  as  every  law  and  regula«» 
^ion  yrhich  had  taken  place  within  that  period,  not  only  in 
Great  Briuin,  but  through  Europe,  generally  for  the  cor- 
w&ion  of  abufes  in  weights  and  mea^ref.    That  moft  in- 
duftrious,  able,  and  voluminous  Report  of  a  Committee  of 
the  Houfe  of  Commons,  appointed  in  1758,  **  To  enquire 
^^  into  the  original  ftandards  of  weights  and  meafures,  and 
"to  confider  the  laws  relating  thereto,*'  had  fumifhcd  him 
^»lhan  infinite  variety  of  moft  interefting  matter.    To  the 
liberality  of  indiviifuals  he  was  alfo  indebted  for  more  than  a 
^Wiand  letters,  many  of  them  of  great  extent,  and  entering 
into  minute  details  of  tlie  mifchief  under  confideration,  fta- 
tmg  particular  local  abafes  (beiides  thofe  more  generally  com- 
plained of)  from  the  ufe  of  uncertain  weights  and  meafures, 
and  accq^panied  alfo  by  the  fuggeftion  of  regulation,  and  re* 
mcdy  for  their  mitigation  or  cure;  and  let  me  aJd,  (faid  he) 
^^kh  I  cannot  do  unattended  by  my  fincereft  acknowledge- 
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vmis^  thot  fift^-fieven^  QQndmHfiJti^  tMh  of  «4i«m  ien^cwo 
iepr«feni:ativ,99  to  this  HouJbi  have  alreatly  inAiu£hfd»  o« 
have  dechrod  their  iotentioo  x»  iiiAcuA«-  their  Memhcvs  cq 
^tteod  oponaod  ai&fty  with  tbeb:  beil  end«av<Hif %  the  aiiempt 
for  an  equalization  of  weigbt«  and  meafures* 

When  (continued  Sir  John)  we  rcicolledl  that  ii*  no  s^«  or 
nation,  of  which  any  record  exifts,  whatever  may  have  been 
the  ftate  of  its  police,  or  the  form  of  its  government  (from 
the  ntoft  perfedi  repuUic  to  the  ipoi)  abCoItste  monarchy) 
have  any  laws  or  regulatioiis  which  have  been  appl^ied  to  thisr 
obje£^,  proved  adequaM  to  the  extindlion  of  ehe  abufes  which 
Have  prevailed  in  the  difcordance  of  weights  aiid  eneafures ;  it 
muft  be  obvious  to  every  of^how  much  time,  and  bow  nuich 
induftry  n»uft  be  indifpenfably  employed  by  that  individual 
ro  obtain  every  light  within  his  power,  upois  a  fuj^je^l  which 
he  ftande  pledged  to  this  Hcufei  andi^o  the  public  tc^biMng  for* 
ward  m  that  fhapewbkh  ihatt  beft  pcontife  dEeac]i  and  ftac-* 
cefs. 

To  methodize  and  to  digefl,  in  the  beft  manner  I  airr  abie^ 
iuch  a  mais  and  variety  of  materials^  in  order  to  bripg  tha 
(uh]e&  before  a  Committee  in  fome  form  aod  flMpo^  has<  folly 
occupied,  and  continues  to  give  employmenr,  to  twery  dili-« 

fenpe  I  can  lay  clajm  t<^>  And  if  I  am'allve^  aiid  in  ^hif 
loufe,  it  is  my  decided  iftUsntion  to  bring  this  matter  hefom 
a  Committeeearly  in  th&nex^  fefBon  of  Parliament,,  when  { 
truft  my  prefent  endeavours  will  prov^  to  that  Commitceo  a 
ili^ving  both  of  time  and  of  labour. 

Inveftigation  and  enquiry,  even  in  themidflof  perplening 
dificvilties,  have  rarely  proved  totally  without  pront :  on  the 
contrary,  they  have  frequently,  been  found  qfeful  and  effioionl 
beyond  the  hope  or  expeflationr  o£  thofe  who^  have  had  recourft 
to  them.  And  hence  the  comparifon  mayi  not  always  turn 
out  a  perfedlly  juft  one  between  the  (igmhfiancy  of  the  agent 
^nd  the  m^nitude  of  the  undertaking.  Lyery  individual 
may,  with  honeflr  intentions,  centribute  fomething  to  the 
mafs  of  general  benefit.  I  haveadexiindepeodemly  in  Paff« 
liament.  It  h<as  been  my  endeavour  to,bejuft  a^  well  nst  ufe* 
ful  to  individuals  and  to  the  puhiio;  n  y  political  opinions 
ftand  regi  Aered  upon  quoAions*  of  great  moment;  and  I  cott- 
template  them  with  unabated  fa^Kifii£iioti.  ShouMiit  be  now 
my  good  hap  to  prove  inilruroental  ii»  mitigaetng  or  eorre£t-^ 
ing  thofe- abuCds  wJiich  Havofe  long,  and  fo  virulently,  pre- 
vailed throughout  this  country  in  tlm  ohjeft  with  which  I  am 
at  prefent  engaged  ^^abufes  fertile  in. conBufion^tOfComfuerce^ 
in  injuftice  to  the  community,  in^diftrefs  and  difficulty  to 
the  poor,  I  {hall  deem  my  political  «xiftence«  whether  id  may 
be  of  long  or  ihort  dur^tlon^  not  tq  bs^ve  been  a^bsded  me  in 
raiq. 

Sir 
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Gtf  ^vmn  y$hnjli$m  hating  ^emiied  that  he  obferyieii,  (n  sir  James 
ft  bill  of  regulatMi  aRd  reform  of  abufes,   that^he  n&me  of  Johnftona 
that  part  ol  the  kkigdoiH  which  he  had  the  honcmr  to  repre^ 
fent,  was  generally  omitted>  added,  that  in  Scotland  they 
certainly  had  net  the  bei«efit  of  tciaJ  by  jury,  but  they  n6- 
verthetefs  had  jaUs^  afid  he  faw  no  reafon  why  thofe  jails 
fliocld  not  be  as  well  regvl«ted  as  the  jails  of  ehis  country4 
As  riches  flowed  into  Scotiand,  crimes  proportionably  in* 
creafed,  aiKl  confeqnently^  the  nmnber  of  felons  was  mudi 
greater  than  formerly.     AU  the  benefits  which  were  provided 
for  felons  in  Englifh  prifons,  Aiouid,  in  his  opiniony  be  en- 
joyed hy  felons  <?onfined  in  tlie  prifonsof  Scotland,  and  he 
wasforry  that  fuchanixS^  df  humanity  had  not  been  thought 
of.    Sir  James  concluded  with  giving  notice,  that  he  would, 
e^rly  iti  the  next  feflion,  move  to  inAitute  an  inquiry  into 
the  ftate  and  condition  of  the  jails  in  Scotland,  and  the  con« 
duft  of  the  jarlors. 

The  Houfe  adjourned* 

Monday^  lOib  Augufi. 

A  petition  of  the  feveral  perfons  whofe  name«  are  thereuD'* 
to  fubfcribed,  eleAors  of  Members  to  ferve  in  Parliament 
for  the  city  and  liberty  of  Weftminfter,  was  delivered  in  at 
the  table,  and  read ;  (etting  forth,  that  the  petititioners  ob« 
ferve,  by  the  votes  of  the  Houfe,  that  the  Seled  Commit- 
tee, lateiv  api>oint«d  to  try  and  determine  the  merits  of  a  pe- 
tition of  Sir  Samuel  Hood,  Baronet,  Lord  Hood  in  the  king'' 
dom  of  Ireland, 'and  alfo  a  petition  of  feveral  inhabitants, 
houfeholders  of  the  city  and  liberty  of  Weftminfter,  paying 
fcot  and  lot,  feVerally  complaining  of  an  undue  ele£\ion  f6t 
tiiefaid  city  and  liberty,  did,  on  the  6th  day  of  July  laft, 
report  to  this  Houfe,  **  That  it  appeared  to  the  faid  Seleft 
**  Committee,  that  the  merits  of  the  petitions  d^id  in  part 
«  depend  upon  the  right  of  election;  the  parties  were  there- 
•*  fore  required  to  deliver  irt  ftatement8,'in  writing,  of  the 
"  right  of  eleSion  for  which  they  refpcfliYely  contended  : 
**^  that,  in  confequence  thereof,  ihe  petitioner.  Lord  Hood, 
'*  delivered  in  a  ftatement  as  follows :  '*  The  petitionerf 
"  Lord  Hood,  ftates,  the  right  of  deiiion  for  the  city  and 
*  liberty  of  Weftminfter  :s  in  the  inhabitants,  houfeholders 
^'  payingfcot  and  lot,  within  the  united  pariihes  of  Saint 
''  Margaret  and  Saint  John,  and  the  feveral  parifties  of  Saint 
'*  Paul,'  CoVent  Garden,  Saint  Ann,  Saint  James,  Saint 
•*  George,  Hanover  Square,  in  thcliberty  of  Saint  Martin 
^  le  Grand,  in  the  county  of  Middlcfex,  and  in  fo  much  of 
"  theparifttes  of  Saint  Martin  in  the  Fields,  Saint  Clement 
•*  I>anes,  and  Saint  Mary  le  Strand,  as  are  not  within  any 
*<  ef  ehe  iber  wards  ef  the  litierty  of  ihr  JDatchy  of  Lan- 
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•*  caftrr,  caMed  the  Temple  Bar  Ward,  the  Rojral  Ward« 
«  the  Mi4d!e  Ward,  and  Precina  of  the  Sa^oy  :**  That 
<<  the  ele£lors  petitioners  delivered  in  a  ftatement  as  follows: 
<<  The  eleAors  petitioners  ftate^  that  the  right  of  eledion 
•*  for  the  city  and  liberty, of  Weftminftcr  is  in  the  inhabit 
<<  tantS)  houfeholders  paying  fcot  and  lot,  within  the  united 
*<  pariQies  of  Saint  Margaret  and  St.  John»  in  the  feveral  pa* 
<^  riilies  of  St.  Paul,  Covent  Garden,  St.  Ann*  St.  James,  St. 
**  George,  Hanover  Square,  in  the  liberty  of  Saint  Martin 
**  le  Grand,  in  the  county  of  Middlefex,  and  in  fo  much  of 
<*  the  parifhes  of  Saint  Martin  in  the  Fields,  Saint  Clement 
**  Danes,  and  Saint  Mary  le  Strand,  as  are  not  within  any 
**  of  the  four  wards  of  the  liberty  of  the  Dutchy  of  Laii- 
^  carter,  called  the  Temple  Bar  Ward,  the  Royal  Ward, 
**  the  Middle  Ward,  and  Precindi  of  the  Savoy  ;"  that  the 
'*  fitting  Member.  Lord  John  Townlhend,  delivered  in  a 
**  flatement  as  follows :  **  The  right  of  eleAion  is  in  the  in* 
'*  habitants,  houfeholders  of  the  pariflies  of  Saint  Margaret 
^*  and  Saint  John,  Saint  George,  Hanover  Square,  Saint 
**  James,  Weftminfter,  Saint  Martin  in  the  Field<^  Saint 
*^  Clement  Danes,  Saint  Mary  Ic  Strand,  Saint  Mary  le  Sa- 
*<  voy,  Saint  Paul,  CoVent  Garden,  Saint  Ann,  Soho,  and 
**  the  diftrifl  of  Saint  Martin  le  Grand."  That,  upon  the 
^^  flatements  delivered  in  by  the  petitioners,  the  (aid  SeleA 
•  **  Committee  have  determined.  That  the  right  of  eledlion 
**  for  the  city  and  liberty  of  Wcftminrter  is  in  the  inhabi- 
**  tants,  houfeholders  payifig  fcot  and  lot,  within  the  united 
'*  pariflies  of  Saint  Margaret  and  Saint  John,  and  the  feve- 
**  ral  parifhes  of  Saint  Paul,  Covent  Garden,  Saint  Ann« 
"  Saint  James,  Saint  George,  Hanover  Square,  in  the  liberty 
**  of  Saint  Martin  le  Grand,  in  the  county  of  Middlefex, 
''  and  in  fo  much  of  the  pariihes  of  Saint  Martin  in  the 
*^  Fields,  Saint  Clement  Danes,  and  Saint  Mary  le  Strand, 
as  are  not  within  any  of  the  four  wards  of  the  liberty  of 
the  Dutchy  of  Lnncafler*  That,  upon  the  ftatement  de- 
**  livered  in  by  the  fitting  Member,  the  Committee  have 
**  determined,  xhat  the  right  of  eIe<Slion,  as  fet  forth  in  the 
^  faid  ftatement*  is  not  the  right  of  eledion  for  the  faid 
**  citvand  liberty  of  Weftminfter;*  and  that  the  petitioners 
are  aavifed,  and  humbly  infift,  that  the  right  of  eleAion 
which  hath  been  deemed  valid  in  the  judgement  of  the  faid 
Sele£t,  Committee,  is  not  the  ancient  and  true  right  of  eledion 
for  the  faid  city  and  liberty  ;  and  therefore  praying,  that 
they  may  be  admitted  as  parties  to  oppofe  the  right  of  elec- 
tion which  has  been  deemed  valid  in  the  judgement  of  the 
faid  Sele£l  Committee,  and  that  the  petitioners  may  have 
fuch  further  and  other  relief  in  the  premifes  as  to  the  Houfe 
iliall  feem  meet,  and  the  natare  of  the  cafe  may  require. 

Th«^ 
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The  Houfe  was  moved}  <<  That  fo  much  of  an  ad*  tnadt. 
*<  iQ  the  laft  feffion  of  Parliament,  entitled,  <  An  z&  for 
*^  the  further  regulation  of  the  trials  of  controverted  elec- 
''  tions  or  returns  of  Members  to  ferve  In  Parliament/  as 
*^  relates  to  appointing  the  time  for  taking  into  conlideration 
^*  petitions  from  perfons  defiring  to  be  admitted  as  parties  to 
^  oppofe  the  right  of  eleAion  for  any  county,  city,  borough, 
*^  town,  or  place,  which  ihall  have  been  determined  upon  by 
**  a  Seled  Committee^  appointed  by  this  Houfe  to  try  and 
*^  determine  the  merits  of  the  return  or  elediion  for  fuch 
^<  place,  might  be  read." 

And  the  fame  being  read  accordingly. 

Ordered,  That  the  faid  petition  be  taken  into  confideratioik 
npon  Thurfday  the  ift  day  of  October  next,  at  three  o'clock 
in  the  afternoon. 

Ordered,  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  ifluc  hit  warrant  or  war- 
rants for  fuch  perfons,  papers,  and  records,  as  ihall  b« 
thought  necefiary  by  the  parties  on  the  hearing  of  the  matter 
•f  the  faid  petition. 

The  Houfe  adjourned* 

Tuffii^y    iltb  Jiugvft. 

A  mefbige  by  Sir  Francis  Molyneux,  Gentleman  Uihtr 
of  the  filack  Rod  : 

**  Mr,  Speaker, 

•*  The  Lords,  authorized  by  virtue  of  His  Majefty'scom- 
^  miffions,  for  declaring  his  Royal  aflent  to  (everal  ads 
^  agreed  upon  by  both  Houfes^  and  for  proroguing  this  pre* 
**  fent  Parliament,  do  deGre  the  immediate  attendance  of 
**  this  honourable  Houfe  in  the  Houfe  of  Peers,  to  hear  tho 
^  commii&ons  read.'*  % 

V 

Accordingly,  Mr.  Speaker,  with  the  Hou(e,  went  up  to 
the  Houfe  of  Peers :  where  the  coromiffion  was  read,  giving, 
declaring,  and  notifying,  the  Royal  aflent  to  feveral  public 
:ind  private  bills  therein  mentioned;  and  alfo  empowering 
his  Royal  Highnefs  the  Prince  of  Wales,  His  Royal  Highnefs 
the  Duke  of  York,  His  Royal  Highnefs  the  Duke  of  Cla- 
rence, His  Roval  Highnefs  the  Duke  of  Gloucefter,  His  Royal 
Highnefs  the  t)uke  of  Cumberland,  the  Lord  Archbilhop  of 
Canterbury,  the  Lord  High  Chancellor  of  Great  Britain^ 
and  frveral  other  Lords,  to  declare  and  notify  the  Royal  af« 
fent  to  the  faid  bills :  and  the  Lord  High  Chancellor  of  Great 
Britain,  the  Duke  of  Leeds,  and  the  Lord  Vifcount  Sydney^ 
named  alfo  in  the  faid  commiflion,  did  accordingly  declare 
and  notify  the  Royal  aflent  to  the  faid  bills* 

•  And 
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And  jffter«rard«,  a  fpeedi  of  the  LorAsCommTff  oners  wJ 
4elivared  ^o  both  Houies,  hj  the  Ltsrd  High  Chancellor  ol 
{mat  Britain  ;  ^Iwch  h  as  follow9>  viz. 

*'  My  Jjords  and  Gcntleoieo^ 

**  WE  have  k  44i  comtnand  from  Hw  Majefty  to  ewprefl 
^  to  you  rbc  futi«ifa<%ion  rtixh  which  His  Majcfty  tas  ob* 
*  fervei  .the  Ci/n^inued  pror/s  which  yoo  fcave  grrcn,  durinjf 
•*  tlie  prefefK  fefian,  of  yowf  miiform  attention  to  the  puB- 
«•**  licbirfmefe,  and  cf  your  «ealous  concern  for  the  honour 
^  and  intereils  of  his  Crown,  and  the  wdfiire  and  frotperitj 
•*  of  his  People, 

^'  G/entkmenof  the  HouieofCooimonSy 

••  His  Majefty  has  particularly  direfted  us  to  return  ywi 
^  <ii«  thanks  for  the  r«adine<s  with  which  you  have  granted 
^  the  neceilary  fuppliet  for  the  feveral  brattcfces  of  the  peblic 
♦*  lieryice. 

"  My  Lords  and  Gentlemen, 

*<  .Although  the  good  offices  of  His  Majefty  and  his  allies 
•  •*  have  not  hitherto  been  eiFe£tual  for  reftoring  the  general 

•  ^  tranqu^tlity  of  furope,  he  has  the  fatisfadion  of  feeing 
•*  that  the  further  extenfion  of  hoftilities  has  hecn  prevented, 
'^  and  that  the  fituation  of  affairs  continues  to  promifexo  this 
•*  country  the  uninterrupted  enjoyment  of  the  blefiings  of 
*•  peace.*' 

'    After  whidi  the  commiffion  was  read  for  proroguing  the  • 
Parliaifient. 

And  afterwards  the  Lord  Chancellor  foid, 

**  My  Lords  and  Gentlemeni 

*'  By  virtue  of  His  Majefty'scommiflion,  under  the  great 
^  feal,  to  us  and  other  Lords  diredled  and  now  read,  we  doi 
**  in  His  Mojefiy's  name,  and  in  obedience  to  his  command.^ 
"  progue  this  Parliament  to  Thurfday  the  aQth  day  of  Oc- 
«  tober  next,  to  be  then  here  bolden ;  and  this  Parliament 

•  *^  ic  apcordingly  prorogued  to  Thurfday,  the  ojg^h  day  of 
«  Odobcr  nexu" 

[     The  followtffig  Papers  were  laid  on  the  table  of  the  Houic 
.  ofCoauuefU^iluribeporu&ipftbeMeatbers: 
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On  WORKS  of  the  YARDS.  £. 

Woolwich.  Towardk  carrying  on  about  50  feet  on  the  weft, 

and  50  feet  on  the  north  fide  of  the  inner  n  aft 
pond,  the  wing  wharfs,  drains,  apron,  and 
gales  between  the  niaft  ponl?,  and  as  much 
of  the  fouth  fide  of  the  outer  maft  pond  as 
circuiflftances  will  admit,  and  about  100  Ret 
of  the  wharf  next  the  river  -         -         -      i2,0O3 

Chatham.     To  building  a  new  top-houfe  with  a  flip  -        2,150 

To  building  a  new  tree-nail  houfe  -  -        -        Sj^bo 

To  laying  the  floor  of  the  new  Lwing^houfe     -        1,400 

Towards  building  the  new  rope-houfc  -      15,000 

Portfmouth To  ico  feet  runningbf  ftone  wharf  at  the  north 

fide  of  the  maft  pond         -  -         -         .        5>400 

To  100  feet  running  of  ftone  wharf  to  the  pier 

of  the  new  dock  propofed  -  -  -        3>ooo 

Ta  making  a  dam  to  extend  from  the  wliarf  bc- 
^  'tween  the  Landing  Hulk  to  the  north  lide  cf 

the  fouth  dock  -----        5,900 

Towards  taking  down  and  rebuilding  the  norih 

fide  of  the  refer  voir  -  -         -  -      10,000 

To  building  two  ftorehoufes  (to  form  the 
Square)  at  the  fouth  end  of  the  officers'  1  dg- 
ings         -    •     - 9>700 

To  building  the  boat  houfes  -  -  -  (ko 

To  building  the  iron  ftorehoufes         -        -       -  600 

To  building  and  fitting  a  ftorehoufe  at  the  eaft 

end  of  the  officer's  offices  -  -  -        4>5'^ 

Plymouth,  To  blowing  and  levelling  the  rock  of  White- 

Houfe  Hill,  and  maft  pond         -         -         -  820 

To  completing  the  new  dock        -  -         -       4,300 

To  completing  the  dam  and  gates  of  the  new 

dock         -..-----        1,560 

To  joining  and  carrying  on  the  wharfs  on  each 

fide  of  the  new  dock  that  front  the  harbour  10.500 

To  digging  the  rock  and  rubble  round  the  head 

of  the  new  dock  and  north  part  of  the  yard         1,000 

To  building  working  (beds  each  fide  of  the  new 

dock -         -  55^ 

To  making  good  the  timber  work  of  the  prefent 

north-jetty  head  -  -  -       1,210 

To  repairing  the  timber  work,  and  carrying  on 
the  wharf  wall  of  the  fouth- middle  jetty 
head  ...  -       3,030 

Carried  forward        -        -        -        -.      -     88,610 

3  O  2  Brought 
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Brought  forward  --'--* 
Plymouth.  Towards  building  the  north-eaft'new  rigging- 

houfe  and  fixing  bollards  and  trapping  ftocks 
for  blocks  therein        -        -        - 

To  digging  away  the  rock  behind  the  new  rigging 
houfe        ------ 

Towards  laying  the  flip  at  the  eafl:  end  of  the 
maft-houfes  with  purbeck  pilchers 

Towards  building  a  walU  digging  and  blowing 
away  the  rock  at  the  eafl  end  of  the  plank- 
houfes  that  ftand  over  the  raaft  locksj  to  form 
the  roads  in  front  of  the  faid  houfes 

Towards  building  new  team  ftables 

Towards  carrying  on  the  new  joiners* and  houle- 
carpenters'  (hopsL         .  -  -  - 

To  ftuccoing  part  of  the  fronts  of  the  marirfe 
barracks  at  Stonehoufe  with  compofltion  mor-* 
tar        -    ,    -        -        - 

To  completing  the  refervoirs  at  the  marine 
barracks  -  -  -  -  - 
Lambeth.  To  complete  the  barge-houfe  for  the  barges  be- 
longing to  the  Admiralty  and  Navy  Offices, 
with  apartments  over  part  of  them  for  the 
bargemaftersy  and  a  flip  to  extend  down  to 
low  water  mark        ---..- 


88,610 


5*360 

1,230 

2,200 


950 

2,090 

1,000 


220 
630 


700 


On  IMPROVEMENTS  in  the  VICTUALLING  PHEMISES. 

Red  Houfe.  To  building  a  fence  wall,  and  making  7000 

yards  of  ground  to  till  up  the  old  mill  ftream        i,8oo 
To  building  a  houfe  for  the  clerk  of  the  brew- 

houfe        -------■*      700 

To  building  a  houfe  for  the  porter,  including  a 

lodge  and  ftor^         .         -        -        .         -  650 

Towards  building  a  new  brewhoufe,  and  making 
a  fire-engine  and  liquor-back,  which  are  ap^ 
pcndages  to  it        -        -         -  -  -       5>^^ 

Portfmouth  To  repairing,  enlarging,  and  better  fecuring  the 

old  flore-houfe  facing  the  harbpur,  adjoining 
the  new  ftore-houfe  near  the  quay  gate        -       3>^^^ 
WeevilU     *To  erefling  a  rolling  ftage  -  •  -       2,5^ 

To  building  an  office  for  the  Clerk  of  the 
Cheque's  Clerk,  a  porter's  lodge,  and  tap- 
houfe        ---••,-         240 


Carried  forward 
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Brought  over        ------  117,080 

To  nuking  a  new  well         -         -         .        -  i>S50 

Flytnooth.  To  building  a  new  bake-houfe        -        «        -  2,150 
SouthDownTo  taking  down  the  old  feafoning-boufe  and 

building  another  on  a  larger  fcale        -         -  250 

Total        -        -  126,030 

Grand  total  for  the  fhips  brought  forward       ->  449,540 

Grand  total         -         -  575>570 


ABSTRACT. 

For  the  (hips  in  His  Majefty's  yards       Hulls     *      385, 340 

Rigging  and  flores   54,620 

;  439,960 

For  a  fhip  in  Merchant's  yard         -        Hull  ,  -         9^580 

Riggrng  and  Aores 

9,580 

Towards  the  improvements  in  the  yards,  viftualling 
premifes,  &c.        -        -        -         -      x  -         -     .  126,030 

Grand  total      -       -    -  57S>S7o 


Viz.  The  fum  of  five  hundred  and  feventy-five  thoufand  five  hundred 

and  feventy  pounds. 
Cha.  Middleton,  J.  Henflow,  Geoa  Marih,  Geo.  Rogers,  W.  Paimery 

Wm.  Campbell,  £•  Le  Cras. 
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4ia  PARLIAMENTARY  A.  %j$i 

Ani  jrfterwar4«,  a  fpeecli  of  the  LorAsCoimniffioners  wa 
4elivftred  >ro  both  Houfes,  hj  the  Ltyrd  High  Chancellor  of 
Great  Britain  ;  wl>ich  16  as  fallows,  vi^. 

«•  My  Lords  and  Gcntleaiea^ 

^  WE  have  it  in  command  from  His  Majefty  to  e«pref$ 
^  to  you  t*hc  fati^a6lion  with  which  His  Majcfty  faas  ob- 
*  fervei  «the  omtifiued  pror/fs  which  yoa  have  giTen,  during;  J 
**  tlie  prefefK  fefion,  of  your  mtiform  attention  to  the  pu5- 
*:^  lie  Suiftoefe)  and  of  your  «ealous  concern  For  the  honour 
^  and  interells  of  his  Crown,  and  the  weHare  and  ^oiperity 
**  of  his  People. 

^^  Cfntkmen  of  the  Houie  of  Cooimons, 


cc 


His  Majefty  has  particularly  dire£^ed  us  to  return  yo« 

^  tlie  thanks  (or  the  readinefs  with  which  you  have  granted 

^  the  neceflary  feppliet  for  the  feveral  ferattdies  of  the  public 
ft  " 


•*  My  Lords  and  Gentlemen, 

*'  .Although  the  good  offices  of  His  Majefty  and  his  allies 
**  have  not  hitherto  been  efFeftual  for  reftoring  the  general 
•*•  tranqwtlity  of  £arope;  he  has  the  fatisfadion  of  feeing 
•*  that  the  further  extenfion  of  hoftilities  has  been  prevented, 
**  and  that  the  fituation  of  affairs  continues  to  promife  to  this 
•*  country  the  uninterrupted  enjoyment  of  the  bleffings  of 
^  peace.** 

After  which  the  commiflion  was  read  for  proroguing  the 
Parliament. 
A«d  afterwards  the  Lord  Chancellor  faid, 

"  My  Lords  and  Gentlemen, 

* 

**  By  virtue  of  His  Majefty^scommUGon^  \m&tv  the  great 
^  ifidly  to  tts  and  other  Lords  dire£led  and  naw  read*  we  do, 
^  Ln  His  Majefty^s  name,  and  in  obedience  to  bis  commands, 

*  "  progue  this  Parliament  to  Thurfday  the  ZQth  day  of  Oc- 
.*<  toher  next,  to  lie  then  here  holden ;  and  this  ParlismeDt 

.  «  ic  apcordingly  prorogued  to  Thurfday,  the  ai9th  day  of 
"  Oaobcr  next." 

\      The  followmg  Papers  were  laid  on  the  tabic  of  the  Houfc 

•  of  Coounmv  m  tb^  peruCal  pf  tbe  Members : 
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THIRD    YEAR. 
Accomptof  theCoromiflioners,  appointed  by  Aft  of  Parliament,  for 

the  Reduftionof  the  National  Debt. 


Dr. 


SEVENTri  QUARTER. 


1788. 


Fcbmary 


March 


April 


S 

7 
8 

12 

'3 

15 

^9 
20 

21 

22 

26 

^7 
28 

29 

4 

5 
b 

7 
II 

12 

^3 
41 
18 

»9 
10 

26 

57 

;28 

J 

2 

^ 
.^- 

II 

x6 

*7 
28 

a2 

^3 
'4 
29 

^o 


B/  Stock  bought 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 
By  Stock  bought. 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Dirto 

Ditto 
By  Stock  bought 

Ditto 

Ditto 

t)itto 

J)ilto 

Dirtfi 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 
By  Stock  bought 


Total 


c. 

Capital  in  ai 

i'ritki  v^aih 

the  Stocks. 

paid. 

£' 

£■ 

t.    J. 

77$o 

5831 

IX   b 

7700 

5831 

2  6 

7700 

5852 

0  0 

7700 

5L'^ 

10  0 

7700 

586: ) 

1;   6 

7700 

587s 

2  6 

7700 

58s* 

00 

7700 

58351 

to  0 

7700 

5857 

0  0 

7700 

58031 

,7  6 

7700 

5848 

5  f 

7700 

5803  < 

7   6 

7800 

58861 

5  0 

7800 

5850 

0  0 

7800 

5866 

5  ° 

7700 

58641 

7   6 

7700 

5861  I2|  6 

7600 

57'9 

0  0 

7600 

5748 

J  ? 

77CO 

5798 

t  6 

7800 

50i8 

c  0 

7700 

<;  0 

7800 

50^61 

r   0 

* 

7700 

583JI 

s  ^ 

7800 

5889  . 

D    0 

7700 

5619  ' 

I    0 

7700 

58031 

7   0    . 

7700 

5^ 

2   6 

7800 

5889  ( 

5  0 

7700 

58*3    . 

x   6 

7700 

58^3   = 

I  6 

7700 

55'J   '' 

I  6 

7800 

58981. 

;   0 

7800 

58S9  c 

)    0 

7800 

5879  c 

)  0 

7800 

5861  IC 

)  0 

7700 

5766  e 

\  0 

77C0 
7800 

5813  IC 

0 

5801    i 

0 

7800 

5840   5 

0 

7800 

5791  10 

0 

7800 

^87:    i 

6 

7800 

5889  0 

0 

7800 

5879  10 

0 

7700 

579J  « 

0 

7900 

5838  I J 

6 

QffOfO 

268600    G 

0 

A.I7S9' 


DEBATES. 


A^S 


Dr. 

FIGHTH  OyARTER. 

1788. 

• 

By 

May 

2 

Stock  bought 

6 

Ditto 

I 

Ditto 

Ditto 

9 

Ditto 

«4 

Ditto 

IS 

Ditto 

xb 

Ditto 

20 

Ditto 

Ji 

Ditto 

• 

22 

Ditto 

*3 

Ditto 

^7 

Ditto 

28 

Ditto 

30 

Ditto 

June 

3 

By  Stock  bought 

1 

Ditto 

Ditto 

10 

Ditto 

J2 

Ditto 

'3 

Ditto 

^7 

Ditto 

18 

Ditto 

»9 

Ditto 

20 

Ditto 

^S 

Ditto 

26 

Ditto 

Y 

27 

Ditto 

JuJy 

X 

By  Stock  bought 

2 

Ditto 

3 

Ditto 

4 

Ditto 

8 

Ditto 

9 

Ditto 

10 

Ditto 

It 

Ditto 

«s 

Ditto 

16 

Ditto 

17 

Ditto 

18 

Ditto 

22 

Ditto 

*3 

Diuo 

24 

Ditto 

^9 

Ditto 

3<> 

Ditto 

3' 

Ditto 

Total 


the  Stocks. 


8700 
8600 
8600 
85C0 
bcoo 
8000 

86C.O 
8700 
87  o 
8600 
8^a^ 
8600 
8600 
8800 
8700 
8800 
8700 
86x0 
8590 
8600 
8700 
8600 
86co 
.  860D 
86o^ 
8600 
8700 
88:>o 
8600 

8600 
6600 
8  700 
8700 
86;o 
8800 
86^0 
8800 
8600 
8700 
8700 
8700 
8800 
'8800 
8700 
8700 
8650 

398550 


Cr. 


Total  Cafli  paid. 


6522 
6465 
6471 
64.00 
6407 
636^ 
6460 
6483 
6546 
6^23 
6+f7 
6450 
6471 
6490 
6427 

6578 
6499 

6410 

6442 

6439 
6475 

6439 
6430 

6450 

6418 

6428 

6503 

6534 
6428 

64^4 

6439 
6484 
6432 

6412 

6$f2 

6403 
6501 

6514 

64  J  3 
6450 

6438 

6515 

6477 
6448 

6448 

6448 

297044 


2 

5 
xo 

o 

10 

'S 

7 

'5 
7 

xo 
o 

2 
O 

2 

'9 
10 

5 

o 

S 
12 

o 

12 

10 

S 

o 

xo 

5 

S 

2 

12 

o 

8 

o 

10 

xo 

xo 

xo 

5 
10 

17 

17 
6 

17 


6 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
6 
o 
6 
o 
o 
o 
o 
6 
o 
6 
6 
o 
o 
o 
o 
6 
o 
6 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
6 
o 
6 
o 

9 
o 

o 

o 

o 

o 

o 

o 

6 

6 

3 
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Dr.  NINTH  dUAKTisR. 


tAA. 


k*tti 


1788. 


^ugiift       ^ 

I 

^5 

'9 
20 

2E 
22 

26 

II 

^9 
September  3 

4 
S 

9 

zo 

II 
12 
16 

19 

23 
24 

^5 
26 

30 

I 

2 

3 

7 
8 

9 
10 

H 

»5 
16 

»7 
21 

22 

24 
^9 

SO 
31 


OAober 


By  Stock  bought 

Die  CO 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 

V^ito 

Ditt6 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 

IKtto 
By  Stock  bought 

Ditto 
« Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 

ftitto 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 
By  Stock  bought 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 
By  Stock  bought 


Cr. 


L/ap!i«il  in  all 
the  Stocks. 


7500 

7500 

7500 

7500 

76CO 

7600 

7  SCO 

7600 

7COO. 

7600 

7500 

7600 

7600 

7600 

7600 

7SCO 

7500 

7SOO 

75C0 

7500 

7600 

7600 

7600 

76CO 

j6'X> 

7600 

7600 

7500 

76C0 

7500 

J6cx> 

7500 

7600 

75CO 

7500 

7500 

7500 

7500 

740D 

7400 

7500 

7600 

75CO 

7500 

7400 

7500 

75CO 

7500 

7SC'0 


Total  Cafh  paid. 


£'. 

J. 

6 

5sd4 

561s 

7 

6 

12 

6 

5606 

2 

0 

5630 

0 

0 

5671 

10 

0 

5605 

0 

0 

557^ 

2 

6 

5614 

10 

0 

5596 
5614 

17 

6 

TO 

0 

5587 

ZO 

0 

5658 

'S 

0 

5643 

0 

0 

5629 

0 

0 

5633 

10 

0 

5S')<> 

17 

6 

5578 

2 

6 

Si-'(> 

17 

6 

SS40 

12 

6 

559^ 

17 

6 

5600 

$ 

0 

s6-»3 

0 

0 

5614 

10 

0 

565, 

10 

0 

56.4 

zo 

0 

565* 

0 

0 

56.4 

10 

0 

55/8 

2 

6 

5605 
5578 

0 

0 

2 

6 

5DI4 

10 

0 

5596 

«7 

6 

5624 

0 

0 

5606 

s 

0 

5641 

10 

5 

0 
0 

5610 

0 

0 

5648 

^5 

0 

5  540 

'5 

0 

S^«7 

0 

0 

SS98 

'5 

0 

5669 

S 

0 

5627 

10 

0 

5595 

12 

6 

55^0 
56U 

0 

0 

7 

6 

5618 

15 

0 

5662 

lO 

0 

5580 

2 

6 

A'  1 789. 
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j            Dr.          TENTH  OyARTER. 

Cr 

• 

1788. 

Capir<ilinai] 
the  Stocks. 

Total  Cafli  paid. 

£' 

£' 

s.  1  /. 

NoTcmbcr  6 

By  Stock  bought 

8300 

6256 

2 

6 

7 

Ditto 

8300 

6214 

12 

6 

XI 

Ditto 

8400 

6237 

0 

0 

12 

Ditto 

8400 

6111 

0 

0 

>J 

Ditto 

850^ 

626; 

0 

0 

H 

Ditto 

8500 

6«73 

2 

6 

18 

Ditto 

8500 

6289 

2 

6 

J9 

Ditto 

8400 

10 

0 

20 

Ditto 

8400 

6226' 

10 

0 

21 

Ditto 

8400 

6268 

10 

0 

^S 

Ditto 

8300 

6183 

10 

0 

36 

Ditto 

8300 

6173 

2 

6 

-  *7 

Ditto 

8^00 

^^^73 

2 

6 

28 

Ditto 

8300 

6162 

IC 

0 

Qecembcr  2 

By  Stock  bought 

8i3oo  . 

ta.>4 

7 

6 

3. 

Ditto 

84c^o 

6216 

0 

0 

4 

Ditto 

8500 

6206 

5 

0 

S 

DittQ    ' 

8600 

6286 

15 

0 

9    , 

Ditto 

8600 

6268 

10 

'  0 

10 

Ditto 

Souo 

6278 

0 

0 

11 

Ditto 

86  0 

62^6 

10 

0 

12 

Ditto 

86^0 

624c 

i> 

0 

16 

Ditto 

81;  00 

6,83 

15 

0 

I? 

Ditto 

8600 

6192 

c 

0 

iB 

Ditto 

8^00 

^173 

2 

6 

19 

Ditto 

8  boo 

6192 

0 

0 

*3 

Ditto 

8    OD 

6254 

0 

0 

24 

Ditto 

8600 

6i^6 

10 

0 

3^ 

Ditto 

8i;c>o 

6205 

0 

0 

31 

Ditto 

8600 

62(;4 

17 

6 

Xanuary     2 

By  Sfock  bought 

8(;oo 

6205 

/ 
0 

0 

7 

Ditto 

86c'0 

624s 

15 

0 

8 

Ditto                f 

8600 

6212 

15 

0 

9 

Ditto 

86:'0 

6300 

5 

0 

»3 

Ditto 

8<;30 

6162 

10 

0 

14 

Ditto 

8'sa> 

6156 

17 

6 

^S 

Ditto 

8qoo 

6124 

6 

16 

Ditto 

8600 

^2?  5 

9 

0 

0 

20 

Ditto 

860O 

^^5S 

0 

0 

21 

Ditto 

8S00 

6235 

0 

0 

22 

Ditto 

8600 

623c 

0 

0 

23 

Ditto 

8')O0 

0 

'  0 

*7 

Ditto 

8(00 

6212 

'5 
0 

0 

28 

Ditto 

860a 

6192 

0 

.29    1    By  Stock  bought 

Total 
Total  third  Year        —          ^ 

• 

870^ 

6270 

7 
0 

6 

3827CO 

279900 

0 

1,120,579 

17  0 

488  PARLIAMENTARY  A.  1789. 

r 

An  Account  of  the  Receipt  and  Expenditure  of  1,120,5791*  17s.  in 
one  year,  from  February  2d,  1788,  to  January  31ft,  1789,  by  the 
CommiiEoners  appointed  by  26th  of  George  ilL  for  the  redudlion 
of  the  National  debt. 

Drs.  The  (aid  CommiiEoners 

To  ca(h  paid  for  the  following  Stock,  purchafed  as  the  aA  di« 

reGtSy  vis. 

Capital  Stock.  £.        x.  J. 

£.  722,350  Confolidated  3  per  cent,  annuities  -  539*002     i  3 

2359IOO  Reduced  annuities,  confolidated    -  1739997  17  0 

283,200  Old  South  Sea  annuities        -  210,381     i  3 

203,700  New  South  Sea  annuities          -  151,241   17  6 

62,000  3  per  cent,  aixnuitiesy  1751        -  45»957    0  0 


Xi5o6,350      The  intereft  on  which  is  459190L  xos< 
■  per  annunit 


»^"o,579  17    o 


A.  1789*  DEBATES.  489 

The  Governor  and  Company  of  the  Bank  of  England  Crs. 

By  cafli  received  at  fundry  times,  viz.  £*         j.     </. 

From  the  Exchequer,  being  4  quarterly  iflues  -  i,ooo,CX)0  o  o 
For  6  months  intereft  on  ^.930,000  confol.  3  per 

cent,  annuities,  due  5th  Jan.  17^8  —  '3j9SO     O     o 

Ditto  on  227jOOcl.  New  South  bea  annuities,  due  ditto  31405  o  o 
Ditto  on  89,CXX>1.  3  per  cent,  annuities,  1 75 1,  ditto  1)335  o  o 
Ditto  on  450,CXX3l.  reduced  annuities  confol.  due  5th 

April,  l^\>%  —  —  6,750    o    o 

Ditto  on  437,cxx>l.  old  South  Sea  annuities,  due  ditto  6,555  ^  o 
Ditto  on  1,234,000].  confol.   3  per  cent,  annuities, 

due  5th  July,   1788        —  —  —      18,510    o    o 

Ditto  on  3  io,oool.  New  South  Sea  annuities,  due  do.  49650  o  o 
Ditto  on  1 19,0001.  3  per  cent,  annuities,  1 75 1,  ditto  i>7'^S  ^  ^ 
Ditto  on  560,000!.  reduced  annuities  confol.  due  lOth 

Oftober,  1788  —  —  —  8,400    o    o 

Ditto  on  6oo,oooI.  Old  South  Sea  annuities,  ditto  ^  -  9000  0  o 
From  the  Exchequer,  being  the  amount  of  annuities 

on  lives  payable  at  the  Exchequer,  and  unclaimed 

for  3  years  before  the  5th  January,  1788  —      ^9*633     2     Q 

Ditto,  being  the  amount  of  annuities  on  fives  expired 

between  the  5th  January,  1786,  and  5th  January, 

1788,  viz. 
Anno    1745  —  ^.  82    o    o  1 

1^46        -  -        767     o    b   L  6^6  ^ 

1757        —  —      719  IS    o  I  ^ 

1779  —  38    o    o  J 

For  the  amount  of  the  yearly  payment  on  the  an* 

nuity,  1777         ■—  —  —       25,000    o    o 

1,120,579  17     o 


By  caih  received  ;|t  fundry  times,  to  be  applied  in  the 
quarter  between  the  ift  of  Feb.  and  ift  of  May, 
1789,  viz. 
1789. 
Jan.  21.  From  the  Exchequer,  being  in  part  of  a 

quarterly  iffue  —  —    ' 37^898  lO    4 

For  6  months  intereft  on  i,6oo,oool.  confol. 

3  per  cent,  annuities,  due  5th  Jan.  1789         24,000     o    o 
Ditto  on  440,000!.  New  South  Sea  annui- 
ties, due  ditto  —  —        6,600    o     o 
Ditto  on  150,0001.  3  per  cent,  annuities, 

1751,  due  ditto  -  -  2,250     O     O 

31.  From  the  Exchequer,  in  full  of  the  quarter- 
ly iffue  —  *—  —  112,101     9     8 


• 


Bank  of  England,  9th  Feb.  1 789.                                     282,850    o    O 
A.  Newland,  ChiefCafliier.  **-*  ' 
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An  Account  of  the  Officers  appointed  by  the  Commiflioners  for  the 
redudlion  of  the  National  Debt,  and  of  the  annual  allowances  fet- 
tled by  the  Commiffioners  of  the  Treafury  for  their  fervice,  pains, 
and  labour,  in  performing  the  truft  (everally  repofed  in  them. 


Secretary, 
Agent, 
Broker,    , 
Clerk, 
Meflenger^ 


"         Total  of  falarics        —        £.  ij^tjo 


An  Account  of  incidental  Charges* 
Total  of  incidental  expences        — ^  ""        £•  9^ 


An  Account  of  expired  Terms  and  Annuities. 

To  calh  received  by  unclaimed  and  expired  annuities^ 
between  the  xft  day  of  February,  1788,  and  the 
ift  of  February,  1789  —  —        ^.  21,239 

To  ditto,  by  expired  terms  —  —  25,000 


Accruing  Intereft. 
Accruing  Intereft  —  —  £.  108,780 


W.  W.  Grenville. 
W.  Pitt. 
R.  P.  Arden.    , 
T.  Walker. 
Edward  Darell. 
Mark  Weyland, 


Ad 


c 

It 
«l 

• 

^» 

NET    PRODUCE. 

III 

• 

C3 
O 

PQ 

1 

o 

• 

•ve  account  is  made  up  from  the  Collc8or's  accounts  current,  and  Receiver  General's  books.     The  receipts  and  payments  of  the  port  Schctland  (a  h 
t  poit)  for  the  quarters,  ended  lotb  of  Odkober,    17S8,  and  5th  of  January,  1789,  arc  uot  included  therein}    the  accounts  current  of  that  port,  for 
periods,  not  yet  having  come  to  hand.                                                                             '                                                                                                                        ^        t* 
he  net  produce  of  the  duties  of  culloms  in  Scotland  is,  by  law,  fubjc£V  to  the  keeping  up  of  the  Courts  of  ScflTion,  Jufticiary,  and  Exchequer,  and  defraying 
other  charges  of  the  civil  eftablifliment  there  ;  as  alio  tu-the  payment  of  two  annuities,  one  often  thoufand  pounds,  being  the  equivalent  claimed  in  behalf  )f 
of  Scotland,  by  vittue  of  the  Treaty  of  Union  j  and  the  other  of  two  thoufand  pounds,    for  encouraging  iilhcrics   and  manufuflurers  in   Scotland:  and 
there  have  been  paid,  within  the  period  of  this  account,  out  of  the  above  net  produce,  the  following  fums,  puifuant  to  warrants  of  the  right  honourable 
Barons  of  Exchequer,  viz.                                                                                              * 

For  payment  of  the  Court- of  ScfT.on,  Jufticiary,  and  Exchequer          — .                       ^                       —                  'jC»  *4»®°®     ®     ®   ' 
For  payment  of  the  CommilTioner  of  the  General  AfTembiy          _                  ^                                .«-              _                 i>500     0     0 
And  there  has  been  remitted  (in  the  above  period)  to  the  Receiver  General  of  the  Cuiloms  in  London,  the  fum  of        40,000     0     « 
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PARLIAMENTARY 


A.  1789* 


NORTH  BRITAIN. 
An  Account  of  the  grof»  and  net  Produce  of  all  the  Taxes  under  the 
head  of  Excife,  in  Scotland;  diftinguifhing  the  fums  paid  out  of 
the  grofs  produce,  under  each  particular  head,  to  the  lateft  period 
to  which  the  fame  can  be  made  up,  viz.  from  the  5th  of  July,  1787, 
to  the  5th  of  July,  1 788. 


• 

Sums  paid  AUt of 
the  grofs  pro- 

DUTIES. 

Grofs  Produce.  { 

Net  Produce.  | 

duce  under 

each  particular 

WaMW 

d 

head. 

/ 

£' 

i. 

d. 

£' 

J. 

£.      s.    d. 

Au£lions           — - 

.-^ 

34i8 

8 

6. 

3348 

6 

n 

80     1   io| 

Beer  and  Ale         •*« 

— 

3804s 

8 

1 

44 

«3530 

3 

• 

*45"      5     4i 

Bricks  and  Tiles 

— 

3084 

3 

4l 

2975 

0 

aj      109     3     2 

Candles            — 

— 

»6353 

6 

I   I2 

12S44 

17 

ok 

3508     9  11 

Coaches              •— 

.^ 

1 1 1 

0 

0 

II I 

0 

0 

Coffee  and  Cocoa 

— 

86 

9 

3i 

86 

9 

3| 

Ghfs              -^ 

^^^ 

16131 

9 

6, 

6685 

12 

8 

9446     16     10;: 

Hides  and  Ski  us 

— 

1637X 

8 

9 

12851 

16 

3520    12      6 ; 

PSiper         —             — 

— 

4106 

5 

54 

3938 

8 

167    16     9; 

Printed  goods         — 

' 

40327 

1 

3i 

36421 

3 

64'  3905    18     9 

Sopc             — 

67*26 

I 

04 

58945 

10 

II:-      8080     10        li 
O;!     IO8S     15        7I 

Starch             — 

— 

832  1 

»7 

7i 

7233 

2 

f  Forcigo 

45921' 

0 

6 

4. 

42604 

11 

io|.   3317      8.     8^ 

Spirits  i  Britifh     -^  . 

43148 

18 

1 

3S610 

8 

Oj 

4538  10    oi 

(  Highland 

H  '3448 

• 

7i 

»a354 

6 

oj 

si 

1093    14     7^ 

Wines             — 

— 

19287 

»4 

2s 

2  68  39 

»9 

»447    14     9 

Plate  Licences         •— 

— 

248 

8 

0 

225 

6 

0 

23     a     0 

Spirit  Licences 

— 

5«3« 

6 

0 

4790 

1 

94 

341     4     *l 

Tea  Licences          — 

1 

— 

64^ 

0 

0 

615 

»5 

33     4     *k 

General  Licences 

— 

2830 

10 

*! 

2S10 

10 

H 

20     0     0 

Fines  and  forfeitures 

9812 

4 

»i 

5366 

9 

7 

4445    «4     7i 

Total  Excife 

363869 

3 

6 

293187 

^9 
3 

'li 

70681     4     s| 

1    - 

Mak/^"""!?'  '7** 

22156 

4 

44 

14705 

0 

745 «      »     o: 

1  Confohdatcd 

— 

35993 

3 

30142 

11 

5*50  *o     9 

Total  Mait 

58149 

7 

4l 

lOi 

44847 

»5 
»4 

13301   II     9^ 

ff 

Graad  Total 

422018 

10 

338035 

83982   16     0 

•      '                        -      —               ,                —     ■ 

John  Edgar,  Accpmptant. 

Bjrcifc  Office,  Edinburgh, 

1 

James  Ram  fay, 

,  Accomptant  General 

31ft  March,  1789. 

Andrew  Hamilton, 

Dcp.  Comptroller. 

Robert  Graham. 

George  Brown. 

T.  Wharton. 
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NORTH    BRITAIN. 

An  Account  of  the  grofs  and  net  Produce  of  Fines  and  Forfeitures, 
and  what  part  thereof  was  paid  into  the  receipt  of  His  Majefty's 
Eichequer,  for  the  year  1788. 


Grofs  Produce* 

Charges  attend- 
ing the  eflab- 
lifliment   of 
four    yachts 
for  the  fup* 
prcflion     of 
fmuggling. 

Net  Produce. 

» 

• 

For  tlie  year  ended  5th 
July,  1788              - 

1 

C.      s.    d 
9812    4    2] 

£m      s.     d, 

4445  H    7i 

jC-   ^'  d. 
5366  9  7 

N.  B.  Net  produce,  applicable  to  the 
payment  of  penfions  on  His  Ma- 
jefty's  civil  eftablifliment,  per  war- 
rants from  the  Barons  of  Exchequer 
in  Scotland* 

m 

John  Edgar,  Accomptant. 
James  Ramfay,  Accompt.  General. 
Andrew  Hamilton,  D.  Comptroller. 
£xdic  0£Scey  Edinburgh, 
16th  March,  1789. 

T.  Wharton. 
George  Brown. 
Robert  Graham. 


An 


496 
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A.  i789> 


J^n  Account  of  the  total  Sums  paid  into  the  Exchequer}  between  the 
5th  of  April,  1788,  and  the  5th  of  April,  1789,  on  account  of 
the  Duties  ariiing  from  Stamps, 


Confolidated  duties 
Infurance  — - 

BirtKs,  &c. 
Bills  of  Exchange 
Receipts        — 
Hats  -^ 

Plate  — 

Horfe  Dealers,  &c« 
Poft  Horfes 
Medicines 
Game  — 

Attornies 
Pawnbrokers 
Gloves 
Perfumery 
Judges  duty 
Apprentice  duty 


636,707 
96,57 » 

3»8o7 
83,224 

38,840 

23*985 
23,076 

1,32a 

»95,»39 
10,986 

56,674 

24,787 

-    4,189 

10,220 

10,189 

1,424 

6,964 


i,  d. 

0  3 
7  5 

4  3 
7  3 

12  9 

»3  7 

18  10 

"  5 

18  8 

13  3 

10  8 

17.   I 

IS  7 

9  10 

1  0 

5  7 
13  11 


1,228,112  18    4 


Stamp  Office 
May  26th,  1789. 


J.  LLOYD,  Pro  Comptroller. 


An 
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An  Account  of  the  net  Produce  of  the  Duties  of  Cuflotns,  Excife, . 
Stamps,  and  Incidents,  between  the  5th  of  April,   17879  and  the  5th 
of  April,  1788,  and  between  the  5th  of  April,  17889  and  the  5th  of 
April,  1789. 


Confolidated  cuftoms  — 

excife    —  — 

ilamps  — 

INCIDENTS. 

Coirfbltdated  letter  money  — 

fait         —  — 

Seizures,  1760         —  — 

Profiers,  1760         —  — 

Fines  of  leafes        —  — 

Letter  money,  1760  — 

Allum  mines        —  — 

Compofitions,  1760  — 

Rent  of  a  light  houfe  — 

Hawkers  and  pe^llers,  17 10  — 

Hackney  coaches,  1 7 1 1  — 

Ditto        -            1784  — 

(>d.  per  lib.   on  penfions,  24th 

June,   1721  — 

IS.  dedufl  on  falaries  5th  April, 

,„8               _ 

Male  fervants,  1785  — 

Female  fervants.   1785  — 

4* wheel  carriages,  1785  — 

2 -wheel  carriages,    1785  — 

Horfes  ditto                 —  — 

"Waggons  ditto         —  — 

Carts  ditto         —  — 

Shops  ditto                 — '  — 

Hoofesand  windows,   1766  — 

Ditto        —                 1778  — 

Tenths  of  the  Clergy  — 

Alienation  duty  ditto  — 

Fines  and  Torfeitures  — 

Men  fervants,   1777  — 

Hawkers  and  pediers,  1785  — 

Firft  fruits  of  the  Clergy  — 

Houfes,  anno  1727  — 


i'/88, 


Total  of  CO  flom*,  excife,  flamps, 


J. 


3817628'  15 
6368  I  89  3 
I211878  10 


156000 
361995 

413* 
666 

6906 

101060 

960 

4 
6 

1454 
11219  15 

10769  o 


o 
12 

7 

»3 
6 

o 

o 

16 

'3 

7 


16757 

9543' 
299><9 

131037 

29092 

I144S9 
'7334 
»o»53 

593 '3 

408470 

1365+2 
989^ 

2433 
1400 


12 


10 

9 

19 
2 

'9 

IS 
o 

16 
16 

15 
o 


o 

8| 
8 


o 
8 

9l 
8 

4 
o 

o 

8 

4 
io« 

4 
o 


41100  o  o 


6  loi 


li 

si 

Oi 

a 

6* 


4 
o 


1789. 


ic88  13  11-; 
5164  2  10 
82  o  9I 


1765561  3  6. 


fit 


A 


'j^  en    r  t     it 


3711126  3  9 
6068295  8  2 
'I244109  II  3 


1*56000  o  o 

350268  15  J 
2042 1  9 

533.^5  It 


I  ox 


15600^0 
960 

7 
6 

2220 

II 100 

14052 

45585 


o 
o 

^3 

^3 
o 

4 

4 

oV 


o 
o 

4 

4 
o 

4 
4 


SI2R5 

IS 

91876 

13 

3i43« 

4 

1 26965 

8 

27644 

13 

99985 

17 

'  19420 

17 

ii5'3 

8 

5019s 

16 

383234 

10 

128809 

0 

i978f) 

2 

3091 

12 

1891 

II 

6 

0 

'1 

3* 
6i 

7> 

9I 
1I4- 

iii 

10 

<)i 

o 

1  L 


4380  16  II 


180867^  7 
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502 


PARLIAMENTARY 


A.  178^. 


An  Account  of  all  fums  granted  for  the  Public  Expendittire,  from  the 
5th  of  January,  1786,  to  the  5th  of  January,  1789,  diftinguifliing 
each  Year,  under  the  heads  of  Intereft  and  Charges  of  the  Public 
Debts,  Exchequer  Bills,  Civil  Lift,  Charges  on  the  Aggregate 
Fund,  Navy,  Army,  Ordnance,  Militia,  Mifcelianeous  Services, 
and  Appropriated  Duties,  viz. 


Sums  granted  in  the  Year, 

A .     ..  


From   5th  January, 

1786,  to  5th  Ja- 

nuary,  1787. 


Intereft  and  charge 
of  the   public 
debts  - 

Exchequer  bills — 
Civil  Lift         - 
Charges  on  t  he  ag 

gregate  fund 
Ditto  on  the  con 
folidated    fund., 
from  5th  April, 
1787  — 

Navy  — 

Army    —       — 
Ordnance  — 

Militia  — 

Mifcelianeous  fer 
vices  — 

Appropriated    du- 
ties   —        — 


9277407  i6 
5500000  o 
9.00000  o 


■  2 

o 
o 


From  5th  January, 
1787,  to  5th  Jan. 

1788. 


i. 


d. 


66938  J4.  3I 


2387526  18 

1978154  IS 
393677  17 

65827  II 


8 

o| 
I 

81 


1807862  19    Ij 

67377  17  10 


9276661  5  11^ 

5500000  o  o 

900000  o  o 

15613  17  6i 


74474  a  10 

2240200  o  o 

1831481  4  2 

375376  17  3 

9*595.  15  3i 

1422484  5  \o\ 
48867  13  loi 


From  5th  January, 

1 78  8,  to  5  th  January 

1789. 


if.  J.  d* 

0276221  16  2i 

5500000  6  0' 

900000  O  0 


101759  o  2I 
^366607  5  II 
2038852  II  8 

484507  o  9 


1404192    4    3i 
39879    7    8i 


Memorandam. — ^No  Account  has  yet  been 
tranl';niited  to  the  Auditors  of  tlie  Land 
Revenue,  of  the  expence  of  the  Militia 
for  the  year  1788. 


Trcafury  Chambers, 
June  25,  1789. 


THOs.    STEELE- 


A.  1789. 


DEBATES. 


503 


Ao  Aocpvnt  of  all  Sums  giaptiid  for  the  Public  Expeadieure,  feoni 
the  5th  of  Aprils  17869  tot)ie5th  of  April,  ^7891  drilinguifliing; 
each  Tear^  under  the  head$  of  Intereft  and  Charges  of  the  Public 
Debt,  Exchequei  Bills,  Civil  Lift)  Charges  on  Aggregate  Fund, 
Nary,  Army,  Ordnance,  Militia,  Mifcellaneous  Services^  and 
Appropriated  Duties,  viz. 


Intf^reft  and  charge 

of  the   public 

debts  — 

Exchequer  Bills  - 

Civil  Lift  — 

Charges    on    the 

Aggregate  fund 

Ditto  on  the  Con- 

foltdated  fund 
Navy  — 

Army    —       • — 
Ordnance  — 

Militia  — 

Mifcellaneous  fer- 
vices  — 

Appropriated  du 
tics    — -        — 


Sums  granted  in  the  Year, 

A  , 


From  5th  of  April, 
1786,  to  5th  April, 


««iw 


& 


d. 


9277407    16      1} 

5500000  o  o 
900000  o 


67235  6 


o 
7 


2387526  18  8 

1978154  '5  ^i 
393677  17  I 

65827  II  8| 
1807862  19  i{ 
67548  13  II 


From  5th  ^of  April, 

1787,  CO  5th  April, 

1788. 


^• 


d. 


9276563   17      9I 

5500000  o  o 
900000  o  o 


94470  o  o 
2240200  o  o 

1831481  4  2 

375376  17  3 
91595  15  3i 

1422484  5  10; 
41523  2  iii 


From  5th   April, 

1788,  to  5th  April, 

1789. 


9276096  .  I 

5500000  O 
900000  O 


J. 

$ 

O 

o 


101759  O  Ij 
2366607  7  II 
2038852  II  8 

484507  o  9 


140419a    4    3 J 
43809  15    7i 


Memorandum. — No  account  has  yet  been 
tranfmitted  to  the  Auditors  of  the  Land 
Revenue,  of  the  expences  of  the  Militia 
for  the  year  1788. 


Treafary  Chambers, 
June  25,  1789. 


XHOs.   STEELE. 


S04  PARLIAMENTARY  A.  1789. 

An  Account  of  any  portion  of  the  unclaimed  Dividends  of  the 
Funds,  applied  to  Public  Purpofes,  fince  the  5th  of  April,  1786; 
made  out  in  purfuance  of  an  Order  of  the  honourable  the  Houfe  of 
Commons,  dated  the  ]9th  June,  1789* 


~ —  Nil 

Treafury  Cliambers, 
asthjune,  1789. 

THOMAS    STEELE. 

An  Account  of  the  Monies  ariiing  from  the  Sale  of  Crown  Lands, 
arid  applied  to  the  Public  Ufe,  fince  the  5th  of  April,   1786;  made 
out  in  purfuance  of  an  Order  of  the  honourable  Houfe  of  Commons, 
dated  the  19th  June,  1789. 
« 

There  have  been  no  Crown  Lands  fold,  but  certain  Fee  Farm  Rents 
have  been  difpofedof  by  the  Commii&oners  of  the  Land  Revenue,  and 
the  produce  thereof  vefted  in  the  three  per  cent.  Confolidatcd  Bank 
Annuities,  to  the  amount  of  fixty-one  thoufand  pounds  capital  ftoclc. 

Treafury  Chambers, 
25tbjune,  1789. 

THOMAS     STEELE. 

An  Account  of  all  Sums  received  at  the  Exchequer,  for  the  Public 
Ufe,  between  the  5th  January,  1786,  and  the  5th  April,  1789,  not 
included  in  the  Account  of  the  Taxes. 

The  Sums  received  at  the  Exchequer,  for  the  Public  Ufe,  between 
the  5th  January,  1786,  and  the  5th  of  April,  1789,  not  included  in 
^e  Account  ot  Taxes,  amount  to  three  millions,  feventy-nine  thou- 
fand, eight  hundred  and  twelve  pounds,  eight  (hillings  and  fixpence 
halfpenny. 

Exchenuer  the  24th 
day  ot  June,  1780. 

Wm.   ROSE   HAWORTH. 

An  Account  of  the  undifcharged  Exchequer  Bills,  on  the  Land 
Tax,  1789,  as  it  flood  on  thQ  9th  of  June,  1789. 

On  the  Land  Tax,  1789  ...        jC-33^»^^ 

N.  B.  There  are  no  Exchequer  Bills  outfianding  and  undifcharged 
on  account  either  of  the  Malt  Tax  1787'or  1789. 

Exchequer-Bill  OfSce,  the 
26lh  dav  of  June,   1780. 

Wm.    Js.   COOKE,    Acct. 


A.  1789.  'DEBATES.  505 


n: 


An  Account  of  the  Jntcreft  paid  on  Exchequer  Bills,  between  the  5th 
day  of  January,  J786,  and  the  cth  day  of  January,  1789  ;  diftin- 
guifhing each  year.'*  ^ '.»  ^'  ''"l'^•'^-  -  .<  . 

Between^the  5th  day  of  Janw7«78^  ai|^  t\|ip  5th   \ . 

day  of  January  1787         ^ -2«    ^^     ^   JU      ^3^.'-223,iS7  19     7^ 
Between  the  5th  day  of  January  1787  and  the  5th 

day  of  January  1788  —  -^       i4Si438     8    o 

Between  the  5th  day  of  January  1788,  and  the  5th 

dayof  January  1789  —  ..^     iJBof^^p* -3     2 

An  Account  of  the  Tntereft  paid  on  Exchequer  Bills,  between  the  5th 
day;of  April,  1786,  and  the  5th  day  of  April,  17^9. 


N.  B.  T|ie  intereft  upon  Exchequer  ''Bills,  between  the  5th  day  of 
April,^  1786,  and  the  5th  day  of  April,  ^^^  is  the  fame  aS'  the 
above  iaccount. 

Exchequer- Bill  Office^  Wm.  J.  COOKE,  Accomptant, 

ift  July,  1789.  •     V* 


An  Account  of  the  Undifcharged  Exchequer  Bills,  ^on  the^diffbi^t 
Taxes  on  Land  and'Malt,  as  they  flood  on  the  9th  day  of  Jone, 
1789.  • 


On  the  Land  Tax,  1787  — ^  {^.  244,000 
On  the  Land  Tax,  178ft  —  :  '1,162,000 
On  the  Malt  Tax,  1788     —  7i3>ooo 

29I199O00 


Excheqi^^Bill  OflBce,  Wm.  J.  COOKE,  Accomptant, 

23d  June,  1789. 


YouXXVL  3T  An 


5o6 


P  A  R  I- 1  A  M  E  N  T  A  R  Y 


A.  1789* 


An  Account  of  the  net  Produce  of  the  Duties  of  ^uftoms,  Excife, 
•   Stamps,  an  J  Incidents,  between  the  5th  day  of  January,     1786, 
and  the  5th  day  of  January,  1789. 


Cuftoms 
Kxcile 
Stamps 
Incidents 


From  January  1786, 
to  January  1787. 


d. 


2i 


£.  s. 

4063314  7 

55;5iii4  6  loi 

1 161464  TI  \ol 

1613661  15  2 

'\ 


1238955 


a 


From  January  irS?, 
to  January  1788. 


£.        s.  d 

37M477,  2  6 

6225627  II  3 

1182060  16  o 

1 800969    7  5 


12923134  17    2i 


From  January,  1788, 
to  January,  1789. 


^.  S.     d. 

3792954  a  ici 

6150119  8  2 

1270594  17  II 

1793974  9  4i 


13007642    18     At\ 


Exchequer, 
ift  of  July,  1789. 


W,  ROSE  HAWORTH. 


An  Account  of  the  net  Produce  of  tlie  Duties  of  Cuftoms,  Excife, 
Stamps,  and  Incidents,  between  the  5th  day  of  April,  1786,  and 
the  5th  day  of  April,  1789. 


Cuftoms 
Exc  ij'e 
Stamps 
Incidents 


From  April,  1786, 
to  April,    1767. 


I  4045249  5 

5(.64295  5 

n 53680  9 

168^887  12 


d 

64 

8 

91 

6i 


From  Aprils  »787> 
to  April,    J  788. 


From  April,  17S8, 
to  April,  1739. 


I  . 


J. 


12546112    13     7 


3817628 
6368189 

1211878  ID 

1765561  .3 


8 
8 
6 


13^63257  12  ii| 


^711126  3 
6068.95  8 
1 244109  11 
1808657  7 


d. 

9 
2 

3 
5J 


12832206  10    7I 


Exchequer, 
ift  of  July,  1789. 


/ 


W.  ROSE  HA^VORTH. 


A.  1789. 


DEBATES. 


50: 


An  Account  of  the  feveral  Times  whert  the    Excheqiier  Bills  foi 

jC*S»S^^>000>  granted  in  1785,  were  iflued. 


Of  the  ahove  Sum  of  ^.  5,500,000,  the  Sum  of  3,500,000  only 
granted  for  the  Service  of  the  Yejr  1785.  and  charged  on   the 


was  granted  for  the  Service  of  the  Yejr  1785.  and  charged 
Supplies    1786;  the  remaining  ^T.  2,000,000  were  not  granted  or  if- 

^^  V       ■  V  ^L  IT  ^S 


fued  in  the  t'ear  1785 

The  fum  of /^.  1^500,000,  hy  an  aft 
of  Parliament,  for  raifing  a  cer- 
tain fum  of  Money,  hy  Loans, 
or  Exchequer  Bills,  for  the  fer- 
vice  of  the  Year  178J,  was  if- 
fued  as  follows : 
April  26,  1785,     -    j{^i, 500/00 
The  fum  of  ^.  1 ,000,000,  hy  an  -61 
of  Parliament,  for  raifing  a  fur- 
ther fum  of  Money  by  Exche- 
quer bills,  for  fervice  of  the  Year 
1785,  was  iflued  as  follows : 
April  26,  1785  -^^.140,900 


July 
Auguft 


May  24  - 
June  14 

17  .  . 
20  -  - 

I 

iB  - 

18  -  - 
22  -  - 
27  .  - 

3^  -  - 

September    3  -  - 

s  -  - 

6  -  - 

8  .  - 

12  -  - 

15  -  - 

i6  -  . 

O^ftober  n  -  •  - 

December  2  -  - 

February     3,  1786  - 

March    2  -  - 
April  II 

13  -  - 

20  -  - 

21  -  - 
26 '  - 

28  - 


.10,060 
7,000 

1 2,000 
6,000 

2,OCO 

700 

200,000 

5,400 
10,000 
J  0,000 
10,000 
1 0,000 
10,000 
10,000 

1,500 

ic,ooo 

10,000 
10,000 

200,0CO 

1 34,000 

132,000 

26,000 

21,000 

3,600 

1,200 

300 

400 

200 

200 

/LOO 


» 

Tlie  fum  of ;^. I .ooOjOto,  by  an  a(5b 
cf  Parliament,  for  taifing  a  fur- 
ther fum  off  Money,  hy  Loans,  or 
1-  xchequer  Ijiils,  for  the  fervice 
of  the  Year  1785,  was  ilTueil  as 
follows : 


Aug. 


Sep. 


Ocl. 
Nov. 

Feb. 

March 


April 
May 


June 


22, 

25 
26 

1 

3 

5 

7 
8 

10 

16 

24 

27 

3 

12 

16 

22, 

23 
2 

6 

7 

9 

10 

»4 
»S 
3<?' 

,<: 

8 

4 

9 
16 

26 

9 

10 


/<^5 


'3 


X 


1786 


•••♦ 


6^359 

3>^47 
7,oco 

30,000 

40,000 

14,900 

20,954  10 

92  1 

6,po  •-" 

6,356  17 

192,050  If) 

i6,(>o2  7 

238 

3^ 
30,000 

42,290 

11,836 

5,000  — 

39,000  — 

25.000  — 

17,7^3-   I 

34>204     3 

^5^257     5 
i62,iof\j[4 

5,668  t6 
2,996    5 

3>277     6 

11,770  14 

4,808  — 

3*^64 

172 

i75>688 


i.     d. 


^^ 


7     6 


4i 
10 


5 

9 
10 

iS 
2 


4 

1\. 

2  : 


6| 


14 

17 


I 
8 

9 
II 

2 

2 

7 
6 

2A 


1,000,000  —    — 


V/* 


rtAni 


.,1 


5o8  P  A  RX  I A  M  E  N  T  AR  Y  A.  1789. 

An  Accotint  of  the  net  Produce  (into  the  Exchequer)  of  the  Annual 
Duty  on  Malt,  from  5th  January,  1786,  to  5th  January,  1789; 
.  dilinguifhing  each  Vear. 

—      503,668 
Year  ended  5th  January    —  J  1 7  8  8      —      60 1 , 1 80 


f       0787      - 
—  \  1788      — 

(1789      - 


598*536 


Total  ;•  —   ii 703*384 


Excife  Office,  Londoil, 

3d  July,  1789-  ^    ^   ^ 

G.  J.  Cholmokdeuey^ 
Wc  Lowndes, 
'  --^     M.  Whish, 
w.  burjiell, 
St.  Brooksbakk> 
'.■iiX'  J^'Olmius. 
J.  Morris,  Accomptant  Of  Hfetf* 


...  ^  4» 


Navy  Office,  1  ft  July,  1789. 


An  Account  of  the  Amount  of  fuch  Part  of  the  Debt  of  the  Navy  sa 

now  b^ars  Interell ; 

Prepared  purAiant  to  a  Precept  from  the  honourable  Houfe  of  Com-' 

mons,  dated  the  30th  June,  1789,  viz. 

Navy  and  Tranfport  Bills         -         -  1,103,56411    7 

Vidualling  £itls        -        -  369,241  17     t 

Total    -  1,472,806    8    8 

The  whole  amounting  to  the  Sum  of  one  ipillion,  four  hundred  and 
ieventy>tw6  thoufand^  eight  hundred  and  fix  pounds,  eight  fluUiogs 
and  eight  pence. 

C.   MlDDLETOK, 


!•  Hen  SLOW, 


f.  .Marsh, 
G.  Rogers,  . 
.#.  .  W.  Palmer, 

£•  Le  Cras, 
S.  Wallis. 


I 

u 


A*  1789, 


DEBATES. 


509 


An  Account  of  the  Grdfs  and  Net  Produce  of  the  Duties  arifing  from 
the  Stamp  Revenue,  with  the  Total,  from  the  5th  of  January, 
1788,  to  the  5th  of  January,  1789. 


Confolidated  duties 
Infurance  — 

Burials,  &c.        — 
Bills  of  Exchange 
Recei{rts         — 
Hats  — 

Plate  — 

Horfe  Dealers,  &c. 

Poft  Horfes        

Medicines  — 

Game        ,    — 
Attornies  — 

Pawnbrokers        *— 
Gloves  — 

Perfumery  — 

Judges  duty        — 
Apprentice  duty 


Grofs  Produce. 

Net  Produce. 

£'     ^. 

d. 

£' 

t.    J, 

— 

698838  7 

10 

6s ' 538 

0  3 

— 

101006  16 

4 

96.73 

7  S 

~ 

3978  ii 

II 

3709 

4  3 

— 

88i43  18 

I 

86999 

7  3 

— 

42698  2 

9 

399  >  7 

12  9 

— 

24538  0 

8 

23617 

»3  7 

— 

26338  6 

8 

2329s 

18  10 

— ■ 

.1668  0 

7 

»S94 

"  S 

— 

207727  6 

3 

204659 

18  8 

— 

11714  7 

7 

1 1054 

»3  3 

— 

SS960  12 

5 

SS616 

10  8 

— 

25472  lO 

10 

24902 

»7  » 

— 

4280  0 

0 

4191 

12  7 

— 

11144  7 

8 

10654 

9  10 

— 

11611  5 

0 

10598 

I  0 

— 

1327  16 

0 

1306 

S  7 

• 

7607  7 

4 

7265 

»3  " 

1324'SS  19 

II 

"S7«iS 

18  4 

Stamp  Office, 
March  23d,  1789. 


J.  LLOYD,  Pro  Comptroller, 
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514  PARHAMENTARY  A-^iy^g. 

An  Account  of  the  Unfunded  Debt  of  the  Nation,  as  it.ftood  on  the 
jth  of  January,  1789,  diilinguiflied  under  its  refpedive  Heads; 
together  with  the  Account  of  Interefl  annually  paid  thereon. 

Made  out  in  purfuance  of  an  Order  of  the  honourable  Houfe  of  Com- 
mons, dated  the  17th  of  March,  1789. 

Exchequer  Bills  charged  on  the  aids,  1789  -  jC^S^S^^^^^ 

Viz,  2,500,000  -  at  3I.     o     o       per  cent  per  ann. 

'  1,000,000  -^  at  3I.  los.  o       percent  per  ann. 

2,000,000  -  at  o       o     2d|.  per  diem. 

Navy  Debt  -        -  -        -        -        •       -  2,251,079 

iC-7>75»i079 


Navy  Bills  bear  an  Intereft  of  4L  per  cent,  per  annum 

after  the  expiration  of  the  firft  fix  months. 
The  annual  Intereft  of  the  Bjills  become  due  on  the  5th 

January,  1789,  "was  ^.33,229  17s.  id.  ' 

Treafury  Chambers, 
21ft  March,  1780. 

THOMAS     STEELE. 


An  Account  of  the  Arrears  of  the  Civil  Lift,  on  the  2d  of  July, 

1789. 

^.  5.    ^. 
The  Amount  of  the  Arrears  of  the  Civil  Ltft  unpaid, 

to  the  10th  of  06lober,   1788                -            -      33*870  14  lol 

Do  for  the  Quarter  ended  the  5th  o£ Jan.  1789    -    13^>S3*  ^S    5^ 

Do  for  the  Quarter  ended  the  5th  of  April  1 7  89     -    1 44, 246  2    5I 

314,648   12  10 
Towards  fatisfying  which  there  remained  in  the  Ex- 
chequer, of  the  Civil-Lift  Money,  on  the  2d  of 
July,  1789  -  -  --.        7,049     2  10 


Wanting  to  fatisfy  the  above  arrears  on  the  2d  of 

July,  1789 307*599  ^^  •" 

Treafury  Chambers, 
July  6th,  1789. 

THOMAS    STEELE. 


u  1789. 


I  •  ^ 

*     «  GW 
•    0 

9 


DEBATES. 


5*  "  «»  K  «fc  £.  rt 


I 

e 
n 
a 

0 


a.     o 


0 

n 


2.     ^ 


3 

••       0 
5"      "^ 

-     ? 


O  «    H 
u*  M  oou> 

«#4 


^  <^  -O    9>0    O 


Cf»        W«     I  *a 


Jk    M^kjcn    MO    Ok  **    O  U>    M  IM  W    OB«M 


NO 

ft* 


»*  ri         - 

0«  -^  «.]  ^  trt    >• 

•4  nO  -^  *«l  QD  >A 


M     M   •«i|     m   VM    M 


"1 

o 

•z 

"1 

o 

c 
o 


Ok 

o 


■I 


}0 


41 


»•  \-n  \0  ^ 

I   ».  oc| 


Ok   M 

Ok   M 

o  -• 


00  M  ^o  M  o 

00  O  >0  '''J  4* 
^O    M  vj  Cm    O 


M  -  O 

O  .^    Os-C  ^1 

0     M  O     M    «-> 


>•   ^ 


I 


^    O" 


n  I  oo(««  «o 


-    r> 
c  ft  ^ 
•    s.  •-• 


»» 

era  Q 

y 

»^  K   =r 

m 
s 

• 
00 

4w 

^  -^  00 

M  V/t     H 

00  M    i-i    ^    3  'V)   <4 

1 

W      M      »#      —      M 

hi   0   c^  0°  <^ 

0    0  V«    0    H 

53      K 

Sat? 

M              M 

Ok  00  0 

vn  »•    1  •^    1    0  -3 

1 

1  1  1  U 

-So 

3" 

«l 

•0 

M 

«w    1 

0  -^4  <^  ^     1     1  <sj 

1  1  1  U 

3    w    S. 

3 

,  1 

0 

*4 

9 

-Ik 

Ul     M  04 

OkVyi    U        'O^kO  .^  en    ,            

V*       M    ^       »J       M 

♦•  -f*  ^  *-»  v^ 

>0      N   ^      M   V#.« 

OH 

w 

o» 

0   ^   ^J     *^ 

Cs<Xm    oo*«    OkOkO 

1 

IT  Q 

4^ 

-I*.     0     *»*J 

0   0  .4^  «0    Ok>0  «M    00 

^  rr 

^OU«    00  1    * 

M     «•     M              M                        M 
^     OV'-J   ^    <A  ^  M  (^ 

t 

1 

N  >0     1 

M 
^      M 

OVy»   M 

H 

1  »» 

n  0 

1 

^^^«^1^^                                              ^"^^ 

•  P"i"P  '^ 

•si 

M 

% 

25 

/I 

0 

9t 

vO 

Oi                                     u»                           ^     1  ^ 

Okui        0*                 i»  u»       •*»      v»    1  ''J 

0  Ok       00               4^  00  A-^  0        f       ^ 

►*        ,    .    .   w 

ft 

'1 

M 

0 

\o 

V/1 

<-*          V 

/t 

1       Ok 

0 

'>! 

00 

00 

Cn 

0 

'^ 

1    ^ 

*^ 

1 

.  3 

«• 

^ 

"« 

kit 

1 

0 

•      M 

00 

0 

^o 

1* 

M 

i    *^ 

e 

I'  = 

1 

1            » 

i.              ±. 

S 

a|M 

>44 

♦H 

4444^       ♦♦*.                 *♦**-       *•-       *^**«*^             * 

^       4 

".H                      ■•♦^ 

1 

«  50^ 

>• 

sr  J»  a 

0 

M           P    W-fk 

14           !•    •• 

nan 

-a 

^               M 

M            -s*    >0     •• 

04»   »  »» 

aT  0   2 

M 

I 
1 

«1 

9 

M 

N 

Ok 

M        M  Cn  \0 
1          %t*  \0  \0 

• 

\ 

M 
M 

M 
M 

M 
OOM 

1  "  -*  0 

5i6  PARLIAMENTARY  A.  1789. 

A  State  of  the  Cafh  Account  of  the  Receiver  General  and  Calhierof 
His  Majefly's  Cuftoms,  for  the  year  ending  the  5th  of  January) 
1789. 

Received  from  the  CoUedor  inwards  on  the  grand        (^.         s.     d. 

receipt  —  —  1,542,448  13  4J 

from  ditto  on  the  wine  receipt            —  2211284    3  0 

from  ditto  on  the  plantation  receipt    — -  893,034  15  10 

from  the  Colledor  of  the  coal  duties  3421722  10  ii| 

from  the  Colle£lor  outwards          —  ^6,555  *6  ^ 
from  the  CoUeftor  of  the  duties  on  wool 

and  leather               —                —  415     i  6 
from  the  Cuftomer  of  cloth  and  petty 

cuftoms                —                     —  68    7  8 
in  difcharge  of  tobacco  bonds,  including 

.    bonded  debentures  —  i»6o4»829  14  oj 

intereft  qn  tobacco  bonds               —  a2  1 1  9 
in  difcharge  of  rice  bonds,    including 

bonded  debentures  — -  -*  $8,375  5  5 
intereft  on  rice  bonds  —  —  i  10  10 
on  account  of  the  4f  per  cent,  duty  -*•  27,060  0  0 
from  the  Colleflors  of  the  out  ports  1,149,93^  7  5 
from  North  Britain  —  —  60,000  0  0 
on  duties  of  cuftoms  arifing  in  the  plan- 
tations —  —  —  11,091  6  4i 
.on  account  of  the  4I  per  cent*  duty  col* 

leded  in  the  plantations                .—i.  1,469  18  7 
on  the  commutation  z&,  from  the  collec- 
tors in  England                     ■  3  >  9,7 '3    ®  ^^ 
on  the  commutation  z€t  remitted  from 
North  Britain            -^                -^  7000    0  0 


Total  receipt     .    ■-        ^,245,725    ^  *'* 


A«i789.  DEBATES.  517 

Paid  for  drawbacks^  including  debentures,  appli- 
cable to  tobacco  and  rice  bonds        <*-  i77'4»935  13    7i 
as  certificates  for  damage,  over-entry,  &c. 
including  certificates  for  bonded  rice  and 
tobacco                — —                        —  270,451  19  o| 
Portage  bills                —                    —  186    9  3 
Bounties        —                       —               —  309,818  16  .3I 
by  treafury  warrants,  outofcuftoms        —  61,421     7  ipj 
by  ditto,  out  of  the  4}  per  cent,  duty        —  4»035    o  o 
by  Commiffioners  orders,  out  of  cuftoms    —  103,90;  11  7 
by  ditto,  out  of  the  4!  per  cent,  duty        —  SCO    O  O 
into  the  Exche<iuer               —               —  3,780,770    5  3J 


Total  payments      —      6,245,725    2  i,i| 


t»^mm 


26th  Marcb^  Bamber  Gafcoyne,  Receiver  General. 

1 789*  J*  Dalley,  Dep.  Supervifor  oB  tbeRe* 

ceiver  General's  Payments* 


5i8  PARLIAMENTARY  A.  1789. 

An  Account  of  the  Grofs  and  Net  Produce  of  all  the  Taxes  under  the 
Head  of  txcife  (in  England)  together  with  th'e  Totals,  to  the  lateft 
Period  to  which  the  Came  can  be  made  up ;  viz*  from  5th  Jolyi 
1787,  to  5th  July,  1788. 


DUTIES. 


Beer       -       -        -       .       ► 

"Vinegar  -  - 

Mctheglin,    or  Mead 

Foreign  Spirits 

Britifh  Spirits 

Sweets  -  -  - 

Cyder,  Perry,  and  Verjuice 

Malt,  Cyder,  and  Mum,  per- 
annual  Malt  A£t, 

^.675,^99  12     6     . 

Malt,  perpetual 

^.1,091,718   12    lolj 

Hops 

Cai  dies,  and  Licences  to 
Makers  of  Wax  and  Sper- 
maceti Candles 

Soap         -  -         •         - 

Paper        -        -         -         - 

Printed  Gbods 

Wire        .... 

Starch        -        -         -       - 

Hides  and  Skins 

Cocoa  Nuts  and  Coffee 

Tea        -        -  -        - 

Plate  Licences 

Spiritous  Liquor  Licences  - 

Do.  commenced  6  July,  1787 

Glafs         .... 

Audlions  and  Audlioneers  - 

Coffee,  &c.  Licences 

Bricks  and  Tiles 

Licences  to  Makers  of,  and 
Dealers  in,  Excife  Com- 
modities        .        -         - 

Percent.  Duties  on  Licences 

Coaches  huilt  for  Sale,  and 
Licences  to  Coach  Makers 

Wine  .  .  - 


Grofs  Produce. 


J. 

12 
2 
8 


1,903,520 
i  8,693 

758,05^  II 

s 

5 
II 


50^,698 
8,»8s 


Total 


1,767,618  5 


8 

104 

II 

i 


4i 


42,259  6  71 


9 

9 
I 


34^576 
76,919 

255,403  18 

3,196  10 

82,295 
'242,38.') 

30.107 

477.233 
8,226 

71,141 

92,818 

168,883 

57.358 
12,114 

100,451  15 


It 

7 
10 

12 

7 

'3 
»5 

9 

7 
I 


44,174  16 

» 2,935  8 

2,436  3 

318,610  9 


9 

lOl 

n 

6 

41 
J 

"if 
il 

4 


9i 


II 

7i 


7i 


Net  Produce. 


I 
o^ 


!,676,7i2  19 
18,692  19 
165  8 
725,846  4  — 
482,278  16  ii| 
8,058  18  3J 
12,643  15  6{ 


1,298,750  7  si 


29,648  17  —I 


28^^,406  17 

298,870  3 

65,126  2 

150,311  8 

2,369  18 

7S»S48  14 

21S9466  i3 

28,173  II 

435»5SS  i» 

7»49S  ^ 

69,039  16 

91,605  5 

124,522  19 

54,^28  16 

11,728  2 

98,382  5 


43,051  18 
12,039  H 

2,171  17 
186,429  9 


4l 
It 

8 

4 
Q 

4 

91 

II 

3 
H 


6i 
5 

3 


7,740,950    9  'OJ  |N5'4,432  »6    si 

•fe  Office,  London,  March  19th,  1789. 

James  Webb,  Aceomptant  General. 
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An  Account  of  what  Arrears  of  Land  Taxes  were  ftanding  out  at  Mi- 
chaelmas 1778,  with  the  Names  of  the  refpeQive  Receivers  in 
whofe  bands  the  faid  arrears  remain,  and  what  proceedings  have  been 
had  to  compel  the  payment  thereof. 


COUNTIES. 


Bucks 


Bedford        —  ^ 

Berks  —  .— 

-   { 

Cambridge  and  Ely     — 
Chefter         —  — 

Cornwall     —  — 

Cumberland  and  Weft- 
moreland  — 

Derby  —  — 

Devon      —  —  j 

Dorfet        —  — 

Doxham  and  Northum- 
berland   —  - 


RECEIVERS. 


York 


-    { 


EiTex    — 


Gloucefter  —       — 

Hereford  — 

Hertford  —         - 

Huntingdon  — 

Kent        —  — 

Lancailer  — 

Lcicefter  —          — 


Lincoln 


{ 


London,  Middlefex,  and 

Weftminfter  — 

Monmouth  — 

I 


Norfolk 


I 


Northampton  and  Rut- 
land —         — 


John  Miller  —  — 

John  Deane  — 
George  Rowland  Mlnfhull 

Philip  Box  

Chriftopher  Pemberton  — 

Henry  C.  Cotton  — 

Charles  Raflikigh  — 

Matthew  Atkinfon  — 

Samuel  Crompton  -* 

Daniel  Hamilton  — 

Richard  Rofe  Drewe  -^ 

Francis  Steward  — 

William  Surtees  — 

Marmaduke  Conftable  — 

George  Cooke  — 

Robert  Andrews  — 

John.Yeldham         —  — 

Sir  John  Guife        —  — 

fohn  Cam  — 

John  Balchen  Weft  — 

OwQey  Rowley  — 

Sir  Brook  Bridges  — 

John  Gregfon  — 

Rogers  Ruding        —  — 

Thomas  Fydell  — 

Bartholomew  Claypon  — 

Richard  Howard  — 

Paul  Morgan      —  — 

Roger  Kerrifon  — 

William  Fiflier    •  — 

Thomas  W.  Partington  — 


Arrears  in  the 

Receivers' 

hands. 


r. 


5448  14 
4763  3 

S94S  8 
4584  jj 

5763  17 

6i4«  5 
560*  9 


1?..  ° 

4673  7 

3721  19 

6508  7 

8898  2 

6859  2 

4357  9 

11310  15 

4173  1 

2125  15 

8242  19 

9443  13 

6781  3 

Nil. 

4130  2 

7426  6 

5900  8 


d. 

S 

7 

7 

9 

o 

o 
II 


1965  10  6 
6456  13  9 
5059  16  10 

4613  »4  3 
5529  16     I 


9 
10 

4 

7 
8 

T 
10 

10 

5 

7 
3 
9 


7 
4 
] 


5091  jti     4 

^    Notting- 


S20, 


PARLIAMENTARY 


A.  iji^. 


Nottingham 
Oxford  — 

Salop    « 

SoiAerfet 

Southampton        ^ 
Ifle  of  Wight 
Sufibrd 

Suffolk 

Surrey 
Soflex 

Warwick 

Wilts 

Worceftcr 

Wales,  North 

Wales,  South 

Glamorgan  ^ 
King's  Houfehold 
Scotland 


{ 


-{ 


J 


I 


-{ 


George  Mafon 
Thomas  Walker    - 
Thomas  Ey  ton 
James  Coles 
Charles  Hutchings 
John  Jennings 
Thomas  Dickonfon 
Francis  Cobb 
James  Oakes 
John  Spink 
Jofeph  Shaw 
William  Mitford 
Thomas  Little 
Bryan  Troughton 
Thomas  Phipps 
Edmund  Wilkins 

Jofeph  Berwick 
iell  Lloyd 
John  Herbert 
Peter  du  Boiflbn 
Edmund  Traherne 
John  Fanftiawe 
Hon,  Keith  Stewart 


1956 
3765 

6439 
6611 

4099 

6255 

1430 
5761 
4612 

s-90 

4376 

3367 
3261 

4S70 
6360 

386s 

3783 

4659 
4090 

74 

44396 


s. 

d. 

»3 

0 

I 

3 

1 

0 
6 

0 

11 

4 

4 

9 

0 

»3 

7 

10 

4 

•7 

8 

12 

9 

2 

3 

5 

5 

8 

2 

12 

S 

10 

I 

7 

6 

4 

ti 

6 

6 

10 

0 

6 

7 

10 

0 

'7 

11 

N.B.  No  proceedings  have  been  hadagainft  any  of  the  Receivers, 
as  thefe  arrears  have  been  iince  all  paid.  ^ 


0£Sce  for  Taxejs, 
26th  March,  1789. 


John  Trenchard, 
George  Blount, 
Charles  Dering, 
J*  Eames. 


An 
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An  Acconnt  of  the  number  of  Ships  and  Veflels  that  cleared  frona  the 
Fort  of  London  to  the  Eaft  Indies,  in  the  Years  1785,  1786,  1787^ 
and  1 7889  diftinguiihing  the  number  of  veflels^  number  of  men, 
(lOcludiBg  officers)  and  amount  of  tonnage. 


In  the  Year  1785. 

• 

N»  of  Ship* 
28 

N^  of  Men 
2,698 

In  the  Year  1786. 

Tonnage 
20.S79 

44 

4*240 

3a>9'4 

_ 

In  the  Year  1787. 

3» 

3>oiS 
In  the  Year  1788. 

y 

24,466 

3« 

3*248 

26,068 

July  17th,  1789* 

P.  SHAW, 
Regifter  General  of  Shipping, 

An  Account  of  the  number  of  Ships  and  Veilels  that  arrived  in  the 
Port  of  London  from  the  Eaft  Indies,  in  the  Years  1785,  1786, 
1787,  and  1788,  diftinguifhing  the  number  of'veflfels,  number  of 
men,  (including  officers)  and  amount  of  tonnage. 


In  the  Year  1785. 

N' of  Ships 
26 

N«  of  Men 
2,sao 

» 

Tonnage 
19,004 

lathe  Year  1786. 

30 

2,776 
In  the  Year  1787. 

20,903  ' 

36 

3.486 
In  the  Year  1 788. 

26,119 

34 

3»"7 

25*923 

Joly  lyth. 

1789. 

P. 
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Both  Houfei  meet  as  two  Bodies  of  the  Conftitution  in  Conventiooi       Page     s 
The  Bufinefs  of  both  Houfes  opened  by  Comroiflion  —  179 

The  Lord  Chancellor  reads  the  Meflagefrom  His  Majefly  to  both  Houfes  of 
Parliament,  empowering  them  to  proceed  to  Bufinefs  ^-  114 


A. 

ADDINGTON,    Dr.  An- 
thony,  his  Evidence  refpe£k* 
iogthe  King's  Indifpofition 
Addrefs  of  the  Houfe  of  Lords  to 
the  King,   on  his   Speech  to 
^th  Houfes         — 


Page 
Page         land  from  fandry  hea;7y  penal- 
ties ■  '  451 
BathurftyEarl,  appears  for  the  Ld. 
1 5          Chancellor,  on  account  of  his 

indifpoGtion  —  177 

i  opens  the  Bufinefs  of  the 

229  Houfe  bycommiflion  280 


B. 

^*ker,  Sir  Georgfe,  his  Evidence 
refpeftiiig  the  King's  Indifpo- 

Jangor,  Bifhop  of,  his  Speech 
on  the  Bill  for  relieving  the 
oiemberi  of  the  Church  of  £ng- 


la 


C. 

Camden^  Earl,  his  fpeech  on  the 
Houfe  meeting  in  convention 

■  informs  the  Houfe  of  the 

impofTibility  of  His  Majefty's 
attending  Parliament  — « 


Camden, 


N        D 


X. 


/  Page 

Camden,  Earl,  prcfents  the  Houfc 
Minutes  of  the  Queftions  which 
he  had  put  to  His  Majefty's 
Phyiicians         —  —  3 

■  — —  moves  for  a  Com- 

mittee to   he   appointed  to  ex- 
amine an4   report  Precedents, 
on  the  Royal  authority  being 
'    interrupted  —  17 

Canons  of  the  Church  —  238 
Chamberlain,  the  Lord,  acquaints 
the  Houfe  with  His  Majcdv's 
intention  of  going  to  St.  Paul's  23  I 
Chancellor,  Lord,  his  fpeech  on 
the  Houfe  meeting  in  Conven- 
tion ■  I 


•  informs  the  Houfe,  that 
he  had  fent  letters  to  every 
Peer,  requefling  their  attend- 
ance —  — 

acquaints  the   Houfe  of 


the  probable  hopes  of  His  Ma< 
jelly's  fpeedy  recovery 

propofes    Adjournments 


at  different  times 
— —  reads  the  King's  Speech 
to  both  Houfes  of  Parliament 
his  Speech  to  both  Houfes 


on  the  clofe  of  the  Scllion 

Chefterfield,  Earl,  moves  for  an 
Addrcfs  to  His  Majeljy  on  his 
Speech  to  both  Houfes 

Copy  of  the  Bill,  entitled,  an  A6i 
to  provide  for  the  care  of  His 
Majefty's  Royal  perfon,  and 
for  the  adminiftration  of  the 
Royal  authority,  during  the 
continuance  of  His  Majefty's 
illncfs  — 

■'  of  the  Addrcff  to  the  King 
prefented  by  the  Lopfs       — 

*-'—  of  the  King's  Anfwer  there- 
to —  — 

County  £le£^ion  Bill,  Proceed- 
ings thereon 


2  20 


££2 


224 


307 


»*5 


184 


229 


tjo 


Pige 
G. 

Gi {borne,  Dr.  F.  his  Evidence  re- 
fpccVmg  the  King's  indifpo- 
fitiou  -^        *  u 

H. 

Haftings,  Governor,  addrefles  the 
Houie  relative  to  the  length  of 
his  trial         — >  •— >         270 


K. 


Kincf,  the,  his  Speech  to  Ixith 
Houfes  of  Parliament,  read  by 
the  Chancellor  — .  114 

— —  Copy  of  the  Addrefs  pre- 
fented to  him. by  the  Lords        129 

—  his  Anfwer  to  that  Addrefs    130 

—  goes  to  the  Houfe,  and  ap- 
proves of  the  choice  of  the 
Commons  for  their  new  Spea> 
ker  . 153 


his  Speeeh  delivered  by  the 


Chancellor  at  the  clofe  of  the 
Scliion  ■■  307 


L, 


Laws  quoted   by  Earl  Stanh«pe, 

relative  to  going  to  Church 
— —  about  Faftmg  — 

about   Rites,    Ezcommufli- 


cations,  &c* 

by  which  ProteftantBilhops, 


235 


»3T 


—  262 


E. 


£aft- India  Loan   Bill,    Debates 
thereon  —  «»  299 


&c.  may  become  Popilh  rccu 
fant  convi£ls  — 

about  exporting  Women 
Lift  of  the  Committee   chofcn  to 
examine  the  King's  Phyiicians, 
refpe6^ing  his  indifpofition 

—  of  the  Committee  appointed  to 
examine  and  report  Precedents, 
in  cafes  of  the  Royal  authority 
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HOUSE      OF      PEERS* 

Thurfday^  20th  November,  1 788* 

X  HE  Lord  Chancellor  had  Icarcely  taken  his  feat  on  the     i^^^^ 
woolfacky  when,  rifing  from  it,  he  remarked  that  although  Chancel 
their  Lordfhips  were  aflfembled  in  purfuance  of  the  laft  pro-      lor. 
I'ogationy  yet  it  had  been  the  general  practice  to  fummon 
the  Houfe  to  meet  for  the  difpatch  of  bufinefs.     To  account 
for  this  omiffion  on  the  prefect  occafion,  he  thought  it  in- 
cumbent on  him  to  obferve,  that,  from  the  (Ituation  which 
he  had  the  honour  to  hold,  it  was  his  province  to  receive  His 
Majefty*s  commands  for  either  proroguing  or  fummoningthe 
Parliament,    but  fuch  was  the  lamentable  diforder   under 
^hich  His  Majefty  had  become  affli£led,  and  fuch  the  feve- 
nty  of  his  illnefs,  that  he  could  not  approach  his  royal 
P^rfon  to  receive  the  (ignification  of  his  commands* 

The  Lord  Prejident  of  the  Council  (Earl  Camden)  obferved      Earl 
that  it  had  been  the  general  prdflice  to  give  forty  days  Camden* 
notice  previoufly  to  the  meeting  of  Parliament  for  the  dif- 
patch of  bufinefs*    There  was  no  law,   however,   which 
Quired  this,  notwithflanding  that  it  had  been  a  cuftom  in 
general  adopted  by  His  Majefty*s  Minifters  to  prevent  any 
complaint  from  the  Houfe  of  their  being  taken  by  furprife. 
There  were,  however,  feveral  precedents  in  the  hiftory  of 
this  country,  where  in  cafes  of  rebellion,  and  other  emer- 
gencies  of  State^  Parliament  had  been  fummoned,  on  a 
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notice  of  fourteen  days ;  and  he  conceived  the  critical  fiuia- 
tion  of  His  Majefty's  health  a  fufficient  reafon  to  juftify  the 
prefeiit  deviation  from  the  ufual  pra£lice.  He  did  not, 
indeed,  find  any  inllance  in  which  either  Houfe  of  Parlia- 
ment Irad  preceded  to  the  confideration  of  any  oatiooal 
hufinefs  until  tlie  leffion  had  been  opened  in  the  ufual  form* 
.  It  was  hi«  intention,  therefore,  firft  to  move,  ''  That  the 
*'  Houfe  do  adjourn  until  Thurfday,  the  fourth  day  of 
December  next;  and  if  their  LorJfhips  fhould  agree  to  this 
motion,  he  would  then  move  "  J  hat  the  Houfe  be  fum- 
*'  moned,  and  that  the  Lord  Chancellor  be  empowered  to 
**  write  letters  of  fummons  to  their  Lordfbips,  requiring 
**  their  at  endance  upon  that  day." 

1  he   motions  being  feverally  put  and  agreed  to,  nemine 
diffintitntey  the  Houfe  immediately  adjourned  to 

Thurfday,  /^th  Dec  ember y   1 788. 

Lord  The  Lord  Chancellor  x\iiT\gj  begged  leave  to  acquaint  the 

Chancel-  Houfe,  that  in  obedience  to  their  commands  he  had  fent 
lor.  letters  round  to  every  Peer,  earneftly  requefting  their  atten- 
dance, and  that  he  had  received  letters  in  anfwer  from  fuch 
Lords  as  were  then  abfent  (naming  ihem)  flatii>g  that  their 
ab fence  was  caufed  by  illnefs,  and  that  they  hoped  for  tlieir 
Lordfliips'  indulgence,  on  account  of  the  inevitable  occafion 
of  their  ab  fence. 
Earl  The  Lotd  Prejident  of  the  Council  faid,  that  hecould  not 

Camden,  perceive  without  much  concern  that  their  Lord(hi|>s  had 
again  been  obliged  to  aflemhle,  although  it  was  not  pofEble 
that  any  fpeech  could,  at  the  prefent  period,  come  from  the 
Throne.  This  ohftacle  too  naturally  arofo  from  the  conti- 
nued infirmity  of  His  Majefty,  which  ftill  rendered  him  in- 
capable of  meeting  his  Parliament,  or  attending  to  any 
public  bufintifs  whatfoever.  In  confequence  of  the  abfence 
and  Incapacity  of  the  King,  the  Legillature  was  dcfedive 
and  incomplete,  whence  all  the  functions  of  the  executive 
government  of  the  country  were  aftually  fufpended.  It  was 
impcffible  for  the  country  to  remain  in  that  condition  ;  and, 
in  the  maimed  and  difmembered  ftate  of  the  Legillature,  it 
devolved  on  the  two  Houfes  of  Parliament  to  make  fome 
provifion  to  fupply  the  deficiency,  and  fuch  a  provifion  as 
fliould  be  competent  to  the  neceffity  of  the  cafe ,  but,  be- 
fore the  two  branches  of  the  Legiflature  took  any  one  ftop 
on  a  fubjeiSb  of  fo  truly  delicate  and  important  a  nature^  the 
neceffity  of  tlie  cafe  muft  be  proved.  With  that  view, 
therefore,  and  with  that  view  only,  the  Lords  of  the  Coun- 
cil had  called  the  five  phyficians  who  attended  Hi»  Majefty 
during  his  illnefs  before  the  Board,  and  had  feverally  exami- 
ned them  on  oath  as  to  the  date  of  the  King*s  healthy  and 
6  '  -  their 
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their  ophtion  of  ihe  duration  of  his  mahidy,  and  the  proba- 
bility of  hts  recovery.  Thi?»  (although  the  Lords  of  the 
Council  had|  as  it  were,  loJc  the  fpring  and  motion  of 
moft  of  their  confoltations  and  fun<Slions)  he  conceived 
the  Board  might  legally  do,  as  the  precedents  of  their 
proceedings  under  former  fimilar  fituations  of  the  country 
fufficiently  evinced.  It  had  not  been  deemed  wife  or  pro- 
per that  every  queflion  which  on  a  fudden  might  ftart  into 
the  bead  of  any  individual  Lord  of  the  Council,  fhould  be 
put  to  the  phyficians,  and,  therefore,  it  had  been  fettled 
what  queftions  fhould  l>e  propofed  to  them,  and  by  whom, 
previoufly  to  their  having  been  called  into  the  Board  Room, 
and  a  minute  of  the  whole  examinations  had  been  taken  down 
in  writing  at  the  time.  With  the  leave  of  their  Lordfhips,  he 
would  prefent  a  copy  of  the  minute  of  the  queftions  which 
had  been  put  to  the  phyiicians,  and  their  anfwers;  from 
which  their  LordHiips  would  know  authentically  what  was 
the  ftate  of  His  Majefty's  health,  and  thft  opinion  of  his 
phyiicians  as  to  the  probability  of  his  recovery. 

The  Queftion  having  been  put  that  the  minute  be  pre- 
fented,  it  was  ordered. 

The  Lord  Pretfdent  then  moved  "  That  the  Report  he 
"  now  read,*'  which  was  alfo  agree<l  to,  and  which  was  to 
the  follovring  purport : 

The  Phyficians  examined  were  Dr.  Warren,  Sir  George 
Baker,  Sir  Lucas  Pepys,.  Dr.  Reynold?,  and  Dr.  Adding- 
ton.     Thefirft  queftion  to  each  of  them  refpeilively  was, 

Can  you  inform  this  Board  if  the  prefent  ftate  of  His 
Majefty's  difofder  is  fuch  as  to  render  him  incapable  of  at- 
tending his  Parliament  in  perfon,  or  of  executing  the  duties 
of  public  bufinef>  ? 

In  anfwering  this  queftion,  the  phyficians  were  unani- 
mous in  their  opinion,  that  His  Majefty  was  at  prefent 
incapable  of  exerciftng  any  of  the  functions  of  Government. 

1  he  fecond  queftion  was,  What  is  your  opinion  of  the  du- 
ration of  His  Majefty's  malady,  and  of  the  probability  of 
his  recovery  ? 

In  anfwer  to  this,  they  agreed  that  there  was  a  probability 
of  His  Majefty's  recovery,  but  that  it  was  impoflible  to 
fay  when. 

The  third  queftion  put  was,  Do  you  give  this  opinion 
from  the  particular  fymptoms  of  His  Majefty's  diforder,  or 
from  your  experience  in  complaints  of  a  fimilar  nature? 

To  this  the  general  anfwer  was,  that  in  their  praclire 
they  had  obferved  that  the  majority  of  thofe  who  were  af-' 
fliQed  with  a difeafe  fimilar  to  riiat  under  which  His  Majefty 
labt>ured,  had  recovered. 

Dr.  Addington  in  his  anfwer  to  this  queftion  was   more 
decifive  than  any  of  his  brethren.     He  faid  that  he  enter- 
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tainecl  9S  fanguine  hopes  of  Hi$  Majefty's  recovery  as  he 
would  of  any  other  patient  who  was  afflicted  with  a  fimilar 
complaint  which  was  not  befeditary*  'Ihat  lie  had  a  part 
of  his  houfe  allotted  for  the  reception  of  patients  labouring 
under  fuch  diforders,  with  which  he  was  particularly  con- 
verfant ;  that  he  ieldom  had  lef:i  than  eight  or  ten  under  his 
care,  and  that  he  never  Knew  more  than  two  of  them  who 
had  been  confined  above  a  twelvemonth,  ^and  thofe  two  had 
been  affli£ted  fof  feveral  years,  and  were  deemed  tncorable 
before  he  faw  them. 
•  After  the  Report  was  read, 

Earl  Camden  moved  that  the  fame  be  taken  into  con& 
deration  on  the  Monday  enfuing,  which  was  unanimouflj 
agreed  to,  and  the  Houfe  adjourned. 

Monday^  %tb  December. 

Marquic       ^^^^  Marquis  of  Stafford  fofe  and  defired  that  their  Lord- 
of  Staf*    fhips  would  plenfe  to  permit  him,  during  the  abfeoce  of  the 
ford.      Prefident  of  the  Council,  to  call  their  attention  to  the  proceed- 
ings of  their  lad  meeting  relative  to  the  melancholy  fitoation 
of  His  Majefty^  health*     The  report  of  the  examination  of 
the  phy flcians  before  the  Privy  Council  had  been  fubmitte  d  to 
their  inveftigation,  and  they  were  met  to  determine  whether 
they  could  reft  fatisfied  with  that  examination,  or  whether 
they  would  appoint  a  Committee  of  their  own  to  re-examine 
them.     For  his  own  part,  though  his  mind  was  perfedly 
made  up  concerning  the  fubjedt,  yet,  as  he  underftood  that 
doubts  had  been  entertained  of  the  propriety  of  their  Lord- 
fliips  receiving  the  report  from  the  Privy  Council,  he  was 
•  willing  to  meet  the  fenfe  of  the  Houfe  on  that  queftion,  by 
moving  that  a  Seledl  Committee  fhould  be  appointed  to  ex- 
amine the  two  phyficians  who  had  been  called  to  attend  His 
Majefty   fince  the   former  examination,    and  alfo   to   re- 
examine thofe  phyficians  who  had  come  before  the  Privy 
Council,  and  whofe  report  was  then  before  the  Houfe. 
Dulce  of        The  Duke  of  Nor/o/k  faid,  that  he  thought  the  report 
Norfolk,    already  made  by  the  phyficians  concerning  the  melancholy 
ftate  of  His  Majefty*s  health,  which  they  agreed  in  pro- 
nouncing to  be  fuch  as  to  incapacitate  him  form  exercifing 
the  duties  of  his  fituation,  fufficient,  as  to  the  mere  point 
of  information.     It  was  neceiTary,   however,   before  their 
Lordfliips  could  ground  any  motion  on  that  report,  that  it 
fhould  bt;  authenticated  either  at  the  bar,  or  before  a  coxq- 
mittee  of  their  own  number. 
Mtrq.  of       The  Marquis  of  Stafford  truftcd  that  the  Houfe  would 
Stafford,   agree  with  him  in  thinking  that  the  examination  ought  to 
he  ))efore  a  Committee,  rather  than  at  the  bar  of  the  Houfe. 
It  was  a  fubje£l  of  fuch  delicacy,  that  top  much  precaution 

could 
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cookl  not  be  taken,  nor  too  much  decorum  obferved  in  tMr 
proceedings,  left  they  (hould  wound  not  only  tbe  feelings  of 
the  Royal  Family,  but,  he  would  add,  tbe  feelings  of  a 
whole  kingdom. 

The  Earl  of  Dir^jr  remarked  that  as  the  fole  point  in  view  Earl  of 
was  the  attainment  of  the  truth,  it  became  moft  certainly  Pcrby* 
the  doty,  as  be  had  not  a  doubt  but  that  it  was  the  feeling 
of  every  noble  Lord  in  the  Houfe,  that  the  utmoft  decorum 
flionld  he  obferved  in  the  inveftigation  of  a  fuhje£k  of  fo 
much  delicacy.  He,  however,  certainly  thought  that  the 
Houfe  could  not  receive  the  report  from  the  Privy  Council 
in  its  prefent  fhape,  becaufe  it  was  abfolutely  neceflary  that 
they  fhould  re-examine  the  Phyficians  by  a  Committee  of 
their  own,  before  they  could  proceed  to  the  confideration 
of  it.  It  was  the  invariable  pradice  of  their  Lordlhips, 
even  in  receiving  a  bill  from  the  other  Houfe  of  Parliament^ 
to  call  evidence,  de  novo,  to  their  own  bar,  becaufe  they 
never  admitted  as  proof  the  examination  of  witnefles  taken 
elfewhere.  In  the  prefent  cafe  it  was  the  more  neceflary, 
as  the  Hoiife  ought  to  know  what  h^d  been  the  Aate  of 
His  Majefty's  health  fince  the  former  report  was  made. 

LtOxA  Porichejitr  obferved,  that  with  all  his  read! nefs.  to  Lord  Port« 
admit  the  great  delicacy  of  the  fubjefl,  he  could  not  avoid  chefter. 
contending  that  it  was  of  fuch  infinite  importance  that  their 
LordAips  ought  to  be  very  cautious  how  they  gave  their 
fandion  to  precedents  which  he  conceived  to  be  highly  dan- 
gerous. The  noble  Marquis  who  began  this  converfation 
had  faid,  that  though  his  mind  was  fatisfied,  yet  he  was 
willing  to  meet  the  general  fenfe  of  the  Houfe,  by  moving 
for  the  appointment  of  a  Sele£l  Committee  to  re-examine  the 
phyficians.  He,  for  one,  could  not  admit  the  idea  of  their 
Lordfliips  receiving  a  report  from  the  Privy  Council  in 
any  ihape.  It  was  the  abfolute  and  inherent  right  of  that 
Houfe  to  infift  and  to  demand  fuch  an  examination  before 
they  could  move  a  fingle  ftep  in  the  biifinefs.  With  refpe£k 
to  the  examination  which  had  already  taken  place,  it  had 
gone  much  farther  than,  in  his  opinion,  was  ncceflary. 
The  phyficians  had  unanimoufly  declared,  that  His  Majefty 
'was,  now,  unfit  for  exerpifing  any  of  the  fun£lions  of  the 
executive  government — that  circumftance  alone  was  fuffi- 
cient  to  enable  the  other  two  branches  of  the  Legillature  to 
fupply  that  deficiency.  It  was  not  neceflary  to  enter  at  all 
into  the  queftion  of  the  probability  of  His  Majcfty's  reco- 
very. The  prefent  object  was  to  provide  an  efiedlive  and 
adequate  power  for  thofe  duties  which  His  Majefty  was  at 
this  period  unhappily  incapable  of  exercifing. 

Lord  Loughborough  defended,   what   he   called,  the  un-     Lord 
doybted  right  of  tbe  Houfe  to  refufe  thp  report  of  anyLoughbo. 

proof  rough. 
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at  leaft  of  the  gentleman  he  had  alluded  to>    be  thought 
would  be  both  prudent  and  judicious. 
Earl  Earl  Camden  thought  that  there  was  ho  necelfitj  of  im- 

Camden,  mediately  proceeding,  on  account  of  the  medical  gentleman 
alluded  to>  becaufe  that  gentleman  would  not  probably  be 
detained  any  length  of  time^  and  infiantly  would  return  again 
to  Kew. 
Marq.  of      The  Marquis  of  Stafford  obferved,  that  it  was  impoffiblc 
Su£ford.  to  proceed  immediately  to  bufioefs,  as  fevcral  of  the  Peers 
who  formed  the  Committee  were  not  pref^t ;  and  hedifiered 
entirely  with  the  noble  Vifcount,  as  to  their  not  being  able 
to  go  through  the  whole  at  one  fitting. 
VifcouBt      Vifcount  5foriifo«/ obferved,  his  opinion  was  founded  upon 
Stormonc.  ^  report,  a  vague  one,  he  admitted,  that  the  Members  of  an- 
other place,  who  were  employed  on  a  fimilar   buiinefs,  bad 
made  but  very  little  progrefs. 

Notice  was  then  given  to  the  Houfe,  that  the  phyficians 
attended,  agreeably  to  their  Lordfhips'  fummons,  and,  upon 
motion,  they  were  ordered  to  be  called  in  and  fworn ;  which 
was  done  in  the  following  order :  Dr.  Warren,  Sir  George 
Baker,  Dr.  Gifborne,  Sir  Lucas  Pepy  s,  Dr.  Reynolds,  Dr. 
Addington,  and  Dr.  Willis.  ^ 

Thurfdajy  1 1  th  December, 

The  Report  from  the  Committee  appointed  to  examine  the 
phyficians  who  have  attended  His  Majeftv  during  his  illnefs, 
touching  the  ftate  of  His  Majefty's  health,  was  made  by  the 
Lord  Prefident ;  and,  upon  motion,  was  read  by  the  clerk, 
as  follows  : 

By  the  Lords*  Committee,  appointed  to  examine  the  phyfi- 
cians  who  have  attended  His  Majefty  during  his  illoefsi 
touching  the  ftate  of  His  Majefty 's  health* 

Ordered  to  report, 
THAT  the  Committee  have  met,  and  examined  the  fever 
ral  phyficians  who  were  fworn  for  that  purpofe  at  your  Lord- 
fliips'bar;  and  the  evidence  given  by  them  before  tbefaid 
Committee  was  as  follows : 

Doftor  FRANCIS  WILLIS  called  in,  and  examined. 

You  arc  defired  to  acquaint  the  Committee,  whether  the 
ftate  of  His  Majefty's  health  is  fuch,  as  to  render  him  inca- 
pable of  coming  ifi  perfon  to  his  Parliament,  or  of  attending 
to  any  kind  of  public  bufinefs  ? 

Certainly  not  capable. 

What  arc  the  hopes  you  entertain  of  His  Majefty's  re- 
covery ?  ^- 
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If  it  was  any  common  perfon,  I  fhoaU  icarce  doobt  of  his 
recovery  ;  I  have  great  hopes  of  His  Majcfty's  recovery ; 
hot  I  am  afraid  it  may  be  retarded  by  his  recoiledion  of  his 
prefeQt  indifpoiition. 

Can  you  form  any  judgement  or  probable  conjeAure  of 
the  duration  of  His  Majefty's  illnefs  ? 

I  cannot ;  either  judgement  or  conjeAure. 

Is  His  Majefty's  recovery  more  probable  or  not  ? 

A  great  deal  more  probable. 

What  degree  of  experience  has  Dr.  Willis  had  himfelf,  or 
does  he  know  others  to  have  had,  in  this  particular  fpecies  of 
diforder  i 

I  have  had  a  great  deal  for  twenty-eight  or  twenty-nine 
years. 

Have  you  confidered  this  kind  of  diforder  under  which  the 
King  labours  as  liable  to  be  clailed  under  difierent  fpecies  i 

In  my  anfwer  to  that,  I  am  appreheniive  it  would  defcribe 
the  fort  of  diforder  more  than  your  Lordfliips  would  chufe : 
His  Majefiy^s  diforder  is  attended  with  fymptoms  of  violence 
and  acutenefs.  Another  fpecies  of  this  indifpofition  is  at- 
tended with  lownefs  of  fpirits  and  defpair ;  the  latter  of 
which  is  the  moft  di£5cult  to  be  cured. 

Whether  the  diforder  ia  not  of  a  different  fpecies,  when 
occafioned  by  external  caufes,  or  when  it  is  not  to  be  traced 
back  to  fuch  caufes  ? 

We  muft  judge  of  the  fpecies  of  a  diforder  by  the  fymp- 
toms :  but  wheii  we  know  the  caufe  is  from  a  blow,  from 
excefles  of  any  kind,  from  fudden  frights,  from  watching^ 
from  too  great  attention  to  bufinefs,  or  any  fudden  misfor- 
tune, the  cure  will  be  brought  about,  in  ail  probability,  by 
an  attention  to  what  we  judge  to  be  the  caufe. 

Have  ^u  taken  fuch  obiervation  of  His  Majeily ' s  illnefs^ 
as  %o  trace  It  to  any  of  thefe  caufes  i 

I  have  attended  His  Majelly  fo  Ihort  a  time,.  I  can  only 
form  a  guefs,  or  hazard  an  opinion,  fi;om  what  I  am  told  of 
His  Majeily's  mode  of  life ;  therefore,  I  would  not  have  your 
Lordfhips  imagine  I  prefume  to  give  it  as  a  poQtive  opinion  t 
but  fromadetjilof  His  Majefly's  mode,  of  life  for  twenty- 
feven  years,  I  fhould  rather  think  that  His  Majefty's  indif-^, 
pofition  has  been  brought  about  by  ufing  very  flrong  exercHe, 
taking  little  fufleiiance,  watching,  or  want  of  deep,  perhaps 
when  his  mind  was  upon  the  ftretch  with  very  weighty  af<f 
fain;  and  I  am  the  miore  inclined  to  think  I  may  guefs  right, 
becaufe  the  medicines  that  were  to  meet  with  fuch  caufes^ 
which  were  ordejed  on  Sunday  laft,  have  had  the  effe(5t  that 
I  could  wifli. 

Have  any  favourable  fymptoms  of  convalefcence  taken 
place  fince  you  attended  ?  a 
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SI9  Mhjeft/s  nerves  ^re  Mk  irritable^  which  muft  precede 
convalefcencc* 

Do  you- wgard  that  as  a  favourable  fympto.m  ? 

Yes.  .    . 

Whether  any  adual  cefTatioa  of  the  difordilsr  has  obtained 
fince  you  attended  the  King  ? 

His  Majefty  is  much  cahner,  eats  and  drinks,  takes  medi« 
cinesy  and  goes  to  bed  quietly. 

Do  you  confider  that,  or  any  other  fymptoms  you  have  ob- 
ferved,  as  a  ceffation  of  his  diforder  ? 

As  a  partial,  not  a  total  ceflation. 

How  long  have  you  attended  HisMajeAy  ? 

From  Friday  morning  laft,  at  about  ten  or  ele/en  o'clock. 

^ovv  foon  have  j>atjents  under  your  care,  afiefbed  with  a 
fimilar  diforder,  ufually  recovered  i 

If  I  am, called,  in  within  three  months,  from  three  roontlis 
to  fifteen  or  eighteen  months :  fometimes  they  recovered 
tntich  fooner  than  three  months,  two  months,  Cx  weeks,  or 
one  month  :  I  hare  h^adfome  two  years  under  my  care,  and 
recovered  afterwards.  I  cannot  prefunje  to  form  any  opi- 
nion as  to  the  time* 

What  do  you  underftand  by  recovery  ? 

To  be  perfe6lly  well  ^nd'fit  for  bufuiefs  in  all  refpedls,  as 
he  was  before. 

Do  yqu  m^ke  any  diftin6tion  betwixt  complete  and  tem- 
porary recovery  ? 

As  complete  a  recovery  as  if  it  w^s  from  an  ague,  fever, 
or  cold,  with  proper  attention  to  his  mode  of  life. 

In  the  courfeof  your  experience,  has  it  happened  that  per- 
ibns  recovered  by  you  have  como  a.  fecond  time  under  your 
care  ?. 

They  have :  but  I  do  not  think  that  they  are  more  likely 
to  relapfe  into  fuph  an  indifpofition,  than  any  one  is  into  a 
violent  fever. 

Whether,  when  you  have  fent  a  perfon  out  as  cured,  and 
that  perfon  returns  under  your  care  again,  you  conlider  that 
as  a  new  diforder,  or  a  relapfe  ? 

If  a  long  time  intervenes,.  I  confider  it  as  a  new  diforder* 

What  do  you  call  a  long  time  ? 

Three  or  tour  years. 

Whether  fhort  of  that,  you  look  upon  it  as  a  relapfe  or  a 
cure? 

If  it  was  within  a  year,  I  fhould  call  it  a  relapfe. 

Within  what  time,  as  near  as  you  can  recoiled,  the  ma- 
jority of  patients  difmifled  by  you  as  cured,  whom  you  fay 
have  returned  ^gain  under  your  care,  have  returned  ? 

I  have  had  them  return  from  one  to  eighteen  years,  but 
cannot  fpeak  as  to  majorities. 

,  -5  DbQor 
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Do«or  RICHARD  WARREN  called  in,  and  examined. 

You  are  deGred  to  acquaint  this  Committee,  whether  the 
fbte  of  His  Majefiy's  health  i&  fnch  as  to  render  htm  inca- 
pable of  coming  to  his  Parliament,  or  of  attending  to  any 
kind  of  public  buiinefs  ? 

Incapable. 

What  are  the'  hopes  yon  entertain  of  His  Majefiy's  raoo* 
very?, 

The  hopes  muft  be  determined  by  the  probability  of  cure, 
and  that  can  be  judged  of  only  by  what  bashappened  to  odiers, 
by  which  I  find  that  the  majority  of  thofe  who  have  been 
diibrdered  in  a  manner  iimilar  to  His  M^efty,  have  ttoo^ 
vered :  but  I  do  not  mean  by  the  word  *^  fimiiar/'  His  Ma* 
jefty*J  particular  diforder,  but  that  diforder  in  general* 

(5an  you  infer  froas  thence,  that  it  is  nnore  probable  that 
His  Majefly  will  or  will  not  recover  ? 

That  it  is  more  probable  that  he  will  recover* 

Does  Dr.  Warren  apply  this  to  the  particular  cafe  of  Hie 
Majefiy,  or  to  cafes  in  general  ? 

To  cafes  in  general. 

Can  you  form  any  judgement,  or  probable  con jeAure, "of 
the  duration  of  His  Majefty's  iUnefs  ? 

No. 

Whether,  fo  far  as  experience  enables  Dr.  Warnen  to  judge 
of  His  Majefty's  diforder,^  he  thinks  it  more  probable  that 
His  Mnjefty  will  or  will  not  recover,  fo  as  to  render  him 
capable  of  public  bofinefs  ? 

I  have  no  data  fufficient  to  ground  an  anfwer  upon  this 
^uefiion. 

Whether  there  has  been  any  ceflation  of  His  Majefty's  dif« 
order  iioce  you  attended  him  ? 

No. 

Are  there  any  figns  of  a  returning  underftanding  i 

No. 

Since  you  was  examined  laft  at  the  Privy  Council,  have 
there  been  any  more  favourable  fymptoms  of  His  Majefty's 
recovery  ? 

There  are  no  fymptoms  of  this  dlforder,  but  the  (ingle  one 
of  want  of  underftanding.  The  words  and  the  anions  of 
perfons  under  this  diforder  are  accidental,  and  depend  upon 
the  difference  of  the  perfons  themfelves«  A  man  that  has  a 
variety  of  idea%  will  talk  and  a£t  very  differently  fibm  one 
who  has  fewer  ideas,  or  has  led  a  diffe]:ent  courfe  of  life  s 
His  words  and  adlions  will  be  determined  by  the  peculiarity 
of  the  man,  and  not  by  the  diftemper.  Under  this  expla« 
natioo  ihe  fymptoms  are  more  favourable, 

'    ^  Bz  I« 
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Is  the  probability*  of  His  Majefty's  recovery  of  bis  nnde^- 
ftanding  varied  or  affedled  any  way  by  the  adlual  duration  of 
hisillnefs? 

TheprobabiHty  of  curediminiOies  as  the  time  of  the  difor- 
der  lengthens. 

Has  this  diforder  continued  fo  long,  as  to  enable  you,  from 
thence,  to  pronounce  upon  the  t)robability  of  his  recovery  r 

No. 

How  long  have  you  attended  His  Majefty  ? 
.  I  faw  hitn  firft  on  the  feventh  of  November. 

"Whether  there  has  been  any  difference  of  opinion  amongft 
the  phyiicians,  as  to  the  nature  of  the  cafe  t 

It  hasbeenthecuftom  of  His  Majefty's  phyticians,  from 
the  day  that  I  went  firft  to  Windfor,  to  put  down  in  writing 
a  defcription  of  the  ftate  of  His  Majefty's  health  every  c?en- 
ing>  and  for  each  of  them  to  fign  the  paper;  by  which  it  will 
appear  that  there  never  was  any  difiererice  of  opinion  among 
the  phyficians,  with  refpefl  to  the  cafe  as  it  is  put.  This 
was  <;ontinued  daily  (ill  His  Majefty  came  to  Kew* 

Sir  GEORGE  BAKER  called  in  and  examined. 

Yqu  are  defired  to  acquaint  this  Committee,  whether  the 
ftate  of  His  Majefty's  health  is  fuch  as  to  render  him  inca« 
pable  of  coming  in  perfon  to  his  Parliament,  or  of  attending 
to  any  kind  of  public  buftnefs  ? 
'  The  ftate  of  His  Majefty's  health  is  fuch  as  to  render  him 
incapable  of  any  public  bufinefs. 

What  are  the  hopes  you  entertain  of  His  Majefty *s  reco' 
very?  • 

The  hopes  I  entertain  of  His  Majefty's  recovery,  ar^ 
founded  upon  an  idea^  of  its  being  probable.  That  idea  of 
probability  is  fuggefted  to  me  by  paft  experience,  as  well  ori« 
ginal  as  that  of  other  phyficians,  in  cafes  iimilar  to  that  of 
His  Majefty. 

Can  you  form  any  judgement,  or  probable  conjedure,  of 
the  duration  of  His  Majefty's  illnefs  ? 

I  can  form  ho  judgement^  or  probable  conje6ture,  of  the 
duration  of  hi^  diforder. 

Has  there  been  any  ceftation  of  the  diforder  fmce  you  firft 
'   attended  His  Majefty  ? 

There  was  a  ceflatiqn  of  the  diforder  fmce  my  firft  fufpi- 
cion. 

At  what  period  did  you  firft  fufpeiSI:  the  nature  of  his  dif- 
order ? 

In  the  evening  of  Wednefday,  October  the  22A  laft. 

What  length  of  time  did  that  ceflhtion  continue  } 

I  conceived  the  fuCpicion  that  evening ;  and  the  next  mom- 
irtg,  when  I  vifited  His  Majefty  very  early,  he  appeared  to 

•  roe 


A.  i788«  D    £    B    A    T    £    S. 

me  to  he  perfe^ly  well.  On  the  Monday  following  I  faw 
His  Majefty  at  Windfor,  and  then  faw  more  figns  ot  the  dif- 
order. 

Has  there  been  any  ceflation  fince  Monday,  Odtober  the 
27th  ? 

None. 

At  this  period  of  time  do  you  fee  any  iigns  of  a  returning 
underfVanding  } 

I  fee  none. 

Did  you  fee  His  Majefty  between  the  23d  and  the  27th  of 
Oaober  ? 

I  faw  His  Majefty  on  the  24th  and  25th  of  06lober,  and 
I  faw  him  again  on  the  ayth^  when  he  had  a  degree  of  his 
prefent  diforder,  but  in  nothing  like  the  ftatcin  which  it  has 
appeared  fince* 

Had  His  Majefty  been  afflided  with  any  bodily  diforder 
immediately  preceding  the  22d  of  OAober? 

On  the  17  th  of  Odlober,  His  Majefty  was  attacked  by  a 
diforder  in  which  I  had  once  before  feen  His  Majefty,  and  to 
which  I  un<^erftand  he  had  been  very  fubjedk :  that  diforder  I 
conceive  to  be  biiiary  concretions  in  the  gall  du£l. 

How  long  did  he  continue  in  that  illnefs  i 

Itlafted  the  greateft  pait  of  the  17th. 

Did  it  laft  any  longer,  or  did  it  take  a  difierent  turn  ? 

It  returned  twice  on  Monday  and  Tuefday  following;  on 
Monday  it  was  not  fo  fevcrc,  and  went  off  very  foon ;  on 
Tuefilay  it  was  very  trifling. 

Is  it  your  opinion  that  His  Majefty's  prefent  malady  has 
fcwn  caufed  by,  or  has  any  relation  to,  his  previous  dif- 
order ? 

It  is  not. my  opinion  that  His  Mnjefty's  prefent  malady  has 
any  relation  tohis  previous  diforder. 

Had  not  His  Majefty  a  rafli  previous  to  Friday  the  24th 
of  Oaober  ? 

On  Friday,  Oflober  the  17th,  in  the  courfe  of  that  day, 
it  was  mentioned  to  me  that  His  Majefty  had  had  a  rafli,  and 
vpon  that  account  his  fkin  was  examined,  and  there  did  ap- 
pear fome  marks  of  there  having  been  a  rafti,  which  had  fpent 
itfelf. 

Have  not  you  heard  that  His  Majefty,  during  the  time 
that  the  rafli  was  upon  him,  wet  his  feer,  and  fat  in  wet 
ftockings  ? 

I. was  informed,  that  on  Thurfday  the  i6th.  His  Majefty 
rofe  very  early,  and  walked  more  than  four  hours ;  and  af- 
terwards went  to  St.  James's  without  having  changed  his 
ftockings,  which  were  very  wet. 

l^id  not  you  underftand  the  rafli  had  been  checked  by  His 
Majefty  having  fat  in  wet  ftockings  ? 
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It  was  ib  imagloed. 

By  whom  ? 

By  fome  in  the  family. 

<Jan  youi^y  that  a  rafhi  fo  checked,  may  not  have  born 
the  occafion  of  His  Majefty's  prefent  diforder  ? 

I  can  only  fay  that  it  is  not  my  opinion  ;  for  I  coaceive 
that  if  His  Majefty^s  prefent  malady  is  fuppofed  to  be  occa* 
fioned  by  the  checking  of  the  raih,  the  effedk  would  have  fol- 
lowed the  caufe  more  immediately. 

Whether  His  Majefty*s  legs  fwelled  after  it  was  kaagined 
the  ra(h  was  checked  ? 

The  J  8th  of  Odlober  the  left  foot  was  a  little  inflamed^ 
and  in  confequence  fwelled ;  afterwards  the  rjght  foot. 

Did  the  fwelling  of  the  l^s  go  off  upon  the  prefent  disor- 
der coming  on  ? 

It  had  gone  ofF before  thepre&nt  diforder. 

How  long  before  ? 

A  bout  two  days* 

Were  botli  the  King's  feet  without  fwelling  on  the  24tfa  } 

I  tliiok  he  left  ofF  both  his  great  (hoes  on  the  23d :  he  was 
lame  and  in  pain  in  the  mufcles  of  his  legs  with  the  rbeuma* 
tifm  on  the  24th. 

In  vrhat  degree  was  he  difordered  on  the  24th  i 

He  liad  had  a  reftiefs  night  on  the  Thurfday ;  and  when  I 
faw  His  Majefty  on  t^riday  morning,  he  was  low  fpiritedt 
and  complained  much  of  the  neceffity  of  going  to  the  levee* 
He  complained  all  along  of  pains  in  die  mufcles  of  his 
thighs  and  legs»  as  he  does  alfo  at  prefent. 

Have  thofe  pains  in  his  thigiis  continued  all  along  ? 

From  the  beginning. 

Have  thofe  paiiis  any  relation  to  His  Majefly*s  prefent  31- 
nefs } 

1  think  not. 
•i  Was  it  your  opinion  that  the  rafh  was  ftruck  in  } 

It  is  not  my  opinion. 

Sir  LUCAS  PEPYS  called  in  and  examined. 

You  aredefired  to  acquaint  this  Committee^  whether  the 
flate  of  His  Majefty's  health  is  fuch  as  to  render  him  inca- 
pable of  coming  in  perfon  to  his  Parliameat^  or  of  attending^ 
any  kind  of  public  bofinefs  i 

He  certainly  is  incapable. 

What  are  the  hopes  you  enterraia  of  His  Majefty^s  ceco- 
very  ? 

'the  hopes  of  His  Ma/efty's  recovery  artfefrom  the  gene* 
ral  confideration,  that  the  majority  of  thofe  affli£led  with  the 
fame  or  fimilar  diforder  under  which  His  Majefty^.oov  la« 
boursj  do  recover. 

Caa 
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Can  you  form  any  judgement  or  probable  conjeflure  of 
the  duration  of  His  Majefty'^  lllnefs? 
I  can  form  no  fiich  conjedlure. 
Ts  His  Majefty  at  times  compofed  and  quiet  ? 
Frequently  is. 

Dbes  his  dlforder  abate  during  thofe  periods  ? 
Not  in  the  leaft. 

Doaor  HENRY  REVELL  REYNOLDS  called  in  and 

examined. 

You  are  defired  to  acquaint  this  Committee,  whether  the 
ftatc  of  His.Majefty's  health  is  fuch  as  to  render  him  inca- 
pable; of  coming  inperfon  to  his.  Parliament,  or  of  attending  . 
to  any  kind  of  public  bufinefs  f 

His.  Majefty  is  incapable  of  attending  to  any  public  bu- 
finefs. 

What  are  the  hope's  you  entertain  of  His  Majefty^s  reco- 
very ? 

I  think  there  ire  vrell- founded  hopes  of  His  Majefty^  re^ 
covery. 

Can  you  form  any  judgement  or  probable  conje£lure  of 
tbff  dutatioo  of  tEs  Majefty*&  illnefs  } 

No,  1  cannot. 

Upon  what  do  you  found  your  hopes  of  His  Majefty's  re- 
covery ? 

Upon  general  experience ;  as  the  greater  number  of  thofe 
alBi^ed  with  the  fame  malady  with  His  Majefty  generally 
recover. 

Dodlor  ANTHONY  ADDINGTON  called  in  and  ex- 
amined. 

You  are  defired  to  acquaint  this  Committee,  whether  tlie 
ftate  of  HisMajefty's  health  is  fuch  as  to  render  him  inca- 
pable, of  coming  in  perfon  to  his  Parliament,  or  of  attending 
to  any  kind  of  public  bufinefs  ? 

I  have  not  feen  His  Majefty  this  week  paft  ;  but  at  that 
time  he  was  certainly  incapable  of  attending  Parliament,  or 
doing  any  public  bufinefs* 

What  are  the  hopes  you  entertain  of  His  Majefty^s  re^ 
covery  ? 

r  have  very  great  hopes  of  His  Majefty's  recovery. 

Upon  what  foundation  do  you  build  thofe  hopes  i 

r never  yet  have  heard  that  His  Majefty  has  had  any  dlf- 
order whatever,  from  which  I  could  infer  that  he  could  not 
recover;  and  by  recovery,  I  mean  fo  as  to  be  able  to  attend. 
his  Parliament,  and  attend  any  other  bufinefs  as  well  as  ever 
he  did;  but  I  think  there  are  hopes  in  my  mind,  from  fome 
circumftiances  that  I  had  not  taken  notice  of  before.     I  never 

heard 
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heard  that  His  Majefty  was  melancholy  previous  to  his  pre- 
fent  indifpofition ;  and  I  do  not  recolletl  an  inflance  of  any 
patient  who  required  a  longeir  time  to  be  perfe(5tiy  cured  than 
one  year,  who  had  not  laboured  under  a  prett  v  long  and  very 
confiderable  melancholy  previous  to  his  conhnement. 

Can  you  form  any  probable  judgement  of  the  duration  of 
His  MajeftyU  diforder  } 

I  cannot*  ^ 

In  what  time  have  thefe  diforders  generally  been  cozed  ? 

It  has  been  my  good  fortune  to  fee  none  who  have  not  been 
cured  within  a  year ;  fometimes  in  four  months  from  the 
time  they  came  under  my  care^  unlefs  they  were  deemed  in- 
curable by  the  beft  judges  before  they  were  fent  to  my  houfie* 

Is  ir  your  opinion,  that  all  diforders  of  the  mind,  not  pre- 
ceded by  melancholy,  have  been  cured  within  the  year? 

All  the  diforders  within  my  pra<£^ice»  except'  as  before, 
have  been  cured  within  the  year;  and  I  (hould  think  that 
fuch  diforders  woi^ld  be  curable  within  the  year,  unle(s  they 
proceeded  from  fome  immoveable  caufe,  fuch  as  the  enlarge* 
ment  of  the  bone  preiling  upon  the  fehfbriiuny  or  other  fimi- 
Jar  caufes* 

DoAor  THOMAS  GISBURNE  called  in  and  examined. 

You  are  deGred  to  acquaint  this  Committee,  whether  the 
(late  of  His  Majefty's  health  is  fuch  as  to  render  him  inca- 
pable of  comitig  in  perfon  to  his  Parliamenty  or  of  attending 
to  any  kind  of  public  bufinefs  ? 
-  I  think  him  abfolutely  incapable. 

"What  are  the  hopes  you  entertain  of  His  Majcfty's  re- 
covery ?  \. 

As  thofe  in  fimilar  circumftances  have  often  recovered,  I 
hope  His  Majefty  will. 

Has  a  majority  of  them  recovered  ? 

They  haVe. 

Can  you  form  any  judgement,  or  probable  conje6lure,  of 
the  duration  of  His  ^Jajefiy's  ilhiefs  } 

1  think  that  cannot  be  afcertained* 

This  Report  was  ordered  to  be  printed  for  the  ufe  of  their 
Lordfliips. 

Earl  Earl  Camden  obferved,   tliat  the  examinations  fufficiently 

Camden,  evinced  the  melancholy  lituation  of  His  Majefty*s  health ; 
and  as  His  MajeAy's  phyllcians  could  not  give  their  Lord- 
fliips any  fatisfaAioii  as  to  the  time  when  His  Majefly  would 
recover,  it  was  incumbent  on  the  two  Houfes  of  Parliament, 
in  the  prefent  maimed,  impotent,  and  defective  condition 
of  the  Legiflature,  to  proceed  to  make  fome  provifion  for 
the  purpofe  of  fupplying  the  deficiency,  and  relloring  energy 

and 
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and  exertion- to  the  execochre  Gcnrermneot  of  At  <*ou«(ry  ; 
^  yet,  previouily  to  fucb  a  very  important  and  neceflary  Aepf, 
he  (hould  take  the  liberty  ot  moving  for  a  Committee  to 
fearch  for  and  report  precedents  of  the  proceedings  io  (imi- 
lar  caies,  or  cafes  at  all  analogous  to  the  pr^ent,  in  order 
that  having  fblly  before  them  what  the  wifdom  of  their  an- 
ceftors  deemed  neceflary  modes  of  proceeding  in  cafes  of  dif- 
ficulty and  danger,  they  might  meet  the  neceffity  of  the 
looment  ander  circumftances  of  the  gnuter  fafety*     The 
pn  priery  of  fuch  a  motion  was  fo  obvious^  that  he  ihould 
have  conceived  that  no  poffible  ohjedtion  could  have  been  of- 
fered to  it,  but .  that  it  would  have  palled  as  a  motion  of 
courfe ;  he  had,  however,  heard  of  an  idea  which  had  been 
flarted  in  another  place,  where  it  was  declared  to  have  been 
founded  in  common  law,  and  in  the  fpirit  of  the  Conftitn* 
tion.     If  fucli  was  the  coninK>n  law,  and  fuch  the  fpirit  of 
the  confiitution,  it  was  wholly  unneceiTary  for  the  Houfe 
to  give  themfelves  the  trouble  of  fearchiog  for  precedents^ 
becaufe  the  idea  to  which  he  alluded,  put  an  end  at  once  to 
their  power  of  deliberation  on  the   fubjedt.     The  idea  was, 
that  tlie  Heir  Apparent  being  of  age,  had  a  claim  to  aflume 
the  Regal  antbohty,  and  take  upon  himfelf  the  adminiftra- 
tion  of  the  Government,  as  a  matter  of  right,  during  the 
period  when  His  MajeAy  laboured  under  the  diforder  which 
rendered  him  unable  to  difcharge  the  Regal  fun&ions*     If 
this  was  the  common  law,  it  was  a  fecret  to  him;  he  never 
had  entertained  any  fuch  notion,    nor  had  he,  before  the 
prefent  occa£on,  either  met  with  it  in  any  writer,  or>  heard 
it  laid  down  by  any  lawyer  wh.itever.     Thofe  who  broached 
fttch  a  notion,  would  have  done  well  to  have  been  fure 
that  they  were  right,  before  they  hazarded  fo  new  and  fo 
extraordinary  a  do£krine;   becaufe,  opinions  of  that  ten** 
dency  were  much  fooner  raifed,    than   laid,  and  might  in- 
volve the  country  in  infinite  confuiion  and  diforder*     The 
afiertion  of  fuch  a  do6lrine,  however,  was  as  ftrong  an  ar- 
gument in  proof  of  the  expediency  of  the  motion  which  h« 
meant  to  offer,   as  could   poflibly  be  urged,  becaufe  their 
Lordihips,  he  conceived,  had  too  much  regard  to  their  own 
dignity  to  admit  themfelves  to  be  ufurpers  of  the  rights  of 
another,  without  firft  fearching  and  examining  precedents 
which  would  convince  .them  whether  they  were  ufurpers  or 
not. 

His  Lordihip  moved,  ^^  That  a  Committee  be  appoint- 
"  ed  to  examine  and  report  precedents  of  fuch  proceed- 
^  ings  as  may  have  been  had,  in  cafe  of  the  perfonal  ex* 
"  ercife  of  the  Royal  authority  being  prevented  tor  inter- 
"  rupted,  by  infancy,  ficknefs,  infirmity,  or  other^i&^  with 
**  a  view  to  provide  for  the  fame." 
.  Vo.  XXVL  C  Lord 
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Lord  Loni  Laq^ircugk  remaAeiy  duMt  he  irdt  mntt  that  U 
Loughbo«  ygf^s  Qiiafual  for  any  Lofd  to  fpeak  before  a  motion  had  been 
n>ug^*  read  t»y  the  noble  and  karaed  Peer  on  the  wool&cky  but  oa 
the  prefent  occafian  lie  muft  claim  the  Indulgence  of  their 
Lordlhips  for  a  few  moments^  as  he  wiihed  to  declare  that 
he  had  not  upon  his  coming  d6wn  to  the  Houfe  expeded 
that  any  thing  could  arife  to  make  it  neceflary  for  him  to 
trouble  the  Houfe  that  day.  His  behig  pcefent  .was,  upon 
his  honour,  purely  uccidenta) ;  vrhen  he  left  the  Comnuttee 
room  the  preceding  day,  he  had  underftood  that  there 
would  be  nothing  done  farther  than  a  motion  of  courfe^  and 
the  unufually  thiiT  attendance  which  there  had  been  early  in 
the  day,  and  the  manner  in  which  noble  Lords  had  come 
into  the  Houfe,  fo  contrary  to  the  manner  ia  which  they 
had  attended  ever  fince  the  melancholy  occafion  of  tbeir 
meeting  had  occurred,  all  led  him  to  imagine  that  there 
would  be  no  difcuffion,  nor  indeed,  difcourfe  of  any  k'md. 
In  fa<^,  fo  convinced  had  be  been,  that  no  debate  would 
arife,  that  he  had  himfelf  been  the  innocent  canfeof  keep- 
ing other  Lords  from  coming  down,  who  would  have  made 
a  point  of  being  preient,  had  they  fioreCeen  that  aoyiiicb 
fubjed  as  that  mentioned,  rather  irregularly,  by  the  oeble 
Earl,  in  opening  a  motion,  to  which  it  bore  not  properly 
any  relation,  would  have  been  introduced.  Wbeo  he 
looked  round  the  Houfe,  he  regretted  exceedimly  the  ab* 
fence  of  feveral  noble  Lords,  and  particularly  of  one  noble 
and  illuftrious  perfon  who  was  moft  peculiarly  interefted  in 
the  difcuflion  which  muft  neceilarily  take  place.  The  topic, 
however,  having  been  introduced,  though  irregularly,  he 
Ihould  experience  the  neceffity  of  following  the  noble  Lord^s 
example,  and  delivering  fuch  of  his  feutiments  upon  it,  as 
prefented  themfelves  to  his  mind  at  the  moment|  bet  as  he 
was  tal^en  unawares,  and  muft  neceilarily  fpeak  unprepared, 
he  Irufted  to  their  Lordfhips  candour  and  indulgence  to  ex- 
cufe  the  loofe  manner  in  which  he  might  deliver  himfcif.  A% 
ibon,  therefore,  as  the  motion  was  read,  be  would  trouble 
their  Lord/hips  again. 
'    The  Lord  Chancellor  read  the  motion. 

Lord  Loughborough  then  proceeding,  complained  of  the 
wording  of  the  motion  as  vague  and  jndefinitei  It  did  net 
confine  the  Committee  to  fearch  for  any  diftind»  precife 
line  of  precedents,  bat  left  them  at  large  to  examine  general 
hiftory  and  report  juft  as  much,  or  as  little  a&  they  tooi^ht 
proper.  The  expreflion  or  otherwife,  was  lb  indefimte, 
that  no  clear  idea  could  be  annexed  to  it ;  in  his  opinion 
therefor^  the  motion  ihould  have  been  differently  werded, 
if  the  Houfe  expe&ed  to  derive  any  ufefiil  or  material  infor- 
mation from  the  inftitution  of  the  Committee*  With 
6  regird 
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regard  to  the  idea  which  the  neble  and  learned  Earl  had  men* 
tioned  as  having  been  ftated  in  another  place;  he  knew  not 
whether  the  noble  and  learned  Earl's  iaformation  had  proved 
accurate^  but  he  had  beard  of  another  afiertion,  a  moft  ex- 
traordinary one  indeed,  which  had  been  boldly,  arrogantly, 
and  prefamptaoully  made  elfewhere.     As  he  feund  the  fame 
aflertion  in  a  miferahle  political  pamphlet,  the  prodnce  of  a 
venal  pen,  he  was  induced  to  imagine  that  it  was  true  that 
fuch  an   aflertion  had  been  made  by  the  periba  and  in  the 
place  where  he  had  been  informed  that  it  was  made.     The 
aflertion  was,  **  that  the  Prince  of  Wales,  the  Heir  Appa- 
rent to  the  llirone,  had  no  more  right  to  take  upon  him* 
felf  thfe  government  during  the  continuance  of  the  uilhappy 
maJadv  which  incapacitated  His  Majefty,  than  any  other 
individual  fobjeA."    This  ailertion  was  founded  in  the  idea 
that  the  R^ency  was  eledivc,  which  he  maintained  could 
not  be  the  cafe.     By  the  fettlement  of  the  conflitution,  and 
by  various  fiatutes^  the  Crown  of  thefe  kingdoms  was  here* 
ditary,  and  by  the  25th  of  Edward  the  Third,  any  perfon 
who  fhoiald,  by  ill-^advifed  fpeaking,  or  writing,  afiert  the 
contiary,  was  tiahie  to  be  profecuted,  and  to  incur  the  pauis 
and  petmlties  of  a  premunire*     There  were^  he  declared, 
but  two  poflible  cafes  in  which  the  Throne  could  become 
vacant,  £0  as  to  make  it  the  duty  of  the  two  Houfes  of 
Parliament  to  provide  for  the  exercife  of  the  regal  autho- 
rity; the  one,  a  total  fobverfion  of  the  Government  by  a 
breach  of  the  original  compaft,  as  in  the  cafe  of  an  abdica- 
tion of  the  throne;  the  other,  when  the  royal  line  becomes 
extinfi-y  and  the  King  upon  his  demife  leaves  no  Heir.     The 
cafe  at  prefent  was  widely  diSerent.     The  nflertion  that  the 
Heir  Apparent  had  the  right  to  take  upon  himfelf  the  exer- 
cife of  the  Royal  authority  in  cafe  of  the  perfonpl  incapa- 
city of  His  Majefiy>  was  a  do£lrine  undeniably  founded  in 
kw.     Great  and  alarming  would  prove  the  dangers  of  con* 
Merinjj  the  Regency  as  eledlive.     Were  this  cafe  fo,  the 
two  Houfes  of  Parliament  might  fet  up  a  pageant  of  a  Re- 
gent, and,  in  faA,  afiume  the  Government  themfelves,  be- 
caufe  a  Regent  fo  eledked,  muft  neceffarily  be  the  flave  of 
his  eledors.     The  fingle  precedent  of  a  Regent  having  been 
appointed  by  an  Houie  of  Parliament  to  be  found  in  our 
hiftory  was,  the  horrible  precedent  in  the  reign  of  Henry 
VI.  a  precedent  which  led  to  the  defolation  and  didradion 
of  the  country,  and  all  the  wars  between  the  Houfes  of 
York  and  Lancafter.      In  that  cafe,  the  Houfe  of  Lords 
fingly  named  the  Duke  of  York  proteftor,  who  was,  of  all 
others,    the  moft  unfit   perfon   to  be  inverted  with  that 
power,  but  who  had  fo  many  relations  and  adherents  in  that 
Hoofe,  that  he  procured  himfelf  to  be  appointed  proteSor. 

C  2  From 
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From  that-omfsrable  inftance^    their  Lorclfliips  would  fee 
that  the  only  branch  of  the  Legiflature,    which  had  ever 
aflumed  the  power  of  elefling  a  Regent,    was  their  own 
Houfe.     Were  their  Lordfliips  prepared  to   follow  the  ex- 
ample, and  would  the  other  Houijie  confent  tha^  they  (hould 
arrogate  to  themfelves  that  power  t  The  noble  and  learned 
£arl  had  declared,   that  the  Legiflature  was,    at  prefent, 
maimed,  impotent,  and  defective;  it  certainly  was  wanting 
its  invigorating  head  and  fpring.     That  was  another  reafon, 
which  proved  that  the  two  Houfes  of  Parliament  coidd  not 
cleft,  nominate,  or  appoint  a  Regent.     By  the  a<ft  which 
provides  for  fecuring  the  Crown  in  the  proteftant  fucceffion ; 
and -by  an  a£l  in  the  13th  of  Charles  the  Second,  the  two 
Houfes  are  prevented  from  'making  law  of  themfelves,  or 
doing  any  one  Legillative  zSt  without  the  confent  of  the 
King.      They  could    not  make  a  turnpike  z&^    and  yet 
would  it  he  ferioufly  argued  that  they  could  eleft  a  Regent  f 
If  ihey  could  do  the  one,  they  might  fnrely  do  (he  other. 
If  they  could  change  the  Government,  or  change  the  fuc- 
ce£Son,  they  might  give  it  any  form  they  chofe,  appoint  a 
Regent,  nay,  even  appoint  more  Regents  than  one,  or  give 
it   the  form  of   a  Niahratta  Government.     There  was  no 
faying  to  what  an  extent  of  infringement  of  the  conftitu- 
tion  the  two  Houfes  might  not  proceed,  if  they  once  broke 
through  the  harriers  which  the  law  and  the  conftitntion  had 
prefcribcd.    Befides,  was  it  remembered  that  a  neighbour- 
ing kingdom  flood  connedled  with  u^j  and  acknowledged 
allegiance  to  the  Briiifli  Crown  ?  If  once  the  rule  of  regular 
fucceflion  was  departed  from  by  the  two  Houfes,  how  were 
,they  fure  that  the  neighbouring  kiugdom  would  acknow- 
ledge the  Regent  whom  the  two  Houfes  might  take  upon 
themfelves  toeled  ?     The  probability  was,  that  the  neigh- 
bouring kingdom  would  depart,  in  tonfequence  of  our  de- 
parture, from  the  rule  of  hereditary  fucceffion,  and  choofe 
a  Regent  of  their  own,  which  muft  lead  to  endlefs  confu- 
iion  and  embarrafTment.     But,    it  had  been  declared  that 
the  Prince  of  Wales  had  no  more  right  than  any  other  indi- 
vidual fubjeft.     No  more  right  ?     Was  the  Prince  of  Wales 
a  common  fubjeft  ?     Did  not  the  law  defcribe  him  to  be  one 
and  the  fame  with  the  King  ?     Lord  Coke  expreflly  ftatcd  it 
fo.      Was   it   not    as    much  high  treafon  to  compafs  or 
imagine  the  death  of  the  Prince  of  Wales  as  the  death  ot 
the  King  ?  Was  Tt  liigh  treafon  to  compifs  or  imagine  the 
death  of  any  other  individual  fubjeft?     In  fad,  there  wzs 
no  comparifon  between  the  rights  of  the  Prince  of  Walcs> 
and  the  rights  of  any  other  individual  fnbjedi.  It  fo  bap- 
pened,  that  the  two  Houfes  were,  at  that  time,  Hottfts  of 

a  legal  Parliament,  legally  fummoned  by  the  King's  writ«| 
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and  in  confequence  legally  aflembled ;  hnty  if  the  cafe  had 
occurred  in  the  intermiffion  of  Parliament,  would  any  man 
fay  that  it  would  not  have  been  warrantable  for  the  rrinoe 
of  Wales,  as  Heir  Apparent,  to  have  iflTued  writs  and  called 
the  Parliament  together?  The  Regency  was  hereditary, 
and  net  eledive ;  and  the  Heir  Apparent  had  a  right,  du- 
ring the  interruption  of  the  perfonal  exercife  of  the  Royal 
authority,  by  His  Majefty's  ilinefs,  to  aflume  the  reins  of 
Government.  Lord  Loughborough  added,  that  when  he 
made  this  obfervntion,  he  was  very  far  from  meaning  to  in- 
timate that  the  Prince  of  Wales  could  violently  ru(h  into 
the  Government,  but  tliat  ujK>n  the  authentic  notification 
of  the  King^s  unfortunate  incapacity  to  the  two  Houfes  of 
Parliament,  the-Prince  ought,  of  right,  to  beinvefled  with 
the  exercife  of  the  Royal  authority.  Upon  thi^  occafion, 
he  fliould  beg  leave  to  ref^r  the  Houfe  to  Mr.  Juflice  For- 
fter'*s  treatife  on  the  principles  of  the  Revolution,  Mr. 
Juftice  Blackflooe's  chapter  of  his  commentaries  which 
treated  of  regal  power,  and  to  the  productions  of  other 
conflitutional  writers,  as  well  as  to  the  fpeeches  of  Lord 
Somers  and  others,  who  condii6ted  the  Revolution,  as  the 
authorities  by  which  his  arguments  would  be  found  to  be 
fupported.  rie  repeated  his  apology  for  the  loofe  form  in 
which  he  had  exprefTed  his  fentiments,  declaring  that  they 
were  opinions,  neverthelels,  not  lightly  nor  haflily  adoptccJ, 
but  confirmed  and  eflablifhed  in  his  mind,  after  much  ma* 
ture  and  ferious  deliberation  on  the  fubjeA.  Should  an  op- 
portunity ofier  for  his  difcuiling  the  fubjed  with  better 
preparation,  he  would  undertake  as  a  lawyer,  by  a  fcries  of 
inferences  from  common  law,  from  the  fpirit  of  the  confti- 
tution,  and  from  analogy,  to  the  convidlion  of  every  man 
of  common  fenfe,  the  truth  of  the  dodlritie  upon  which  he 
had  now  raifed  his  arguments. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  ohfeTvedy  that  it  was 'impoflible  for     I-ord 
hfin  to  perceive,  without  extreme  concern,  that  in  the  pro-  Chao#el- 
grefs  of  a  bufinefs  peculiarly  grave  and  important  in  its      ^^* 
nature,  even  the  flighted  appearance  of  either  a  difference 
of  opinion,    or  unpleafant  altercation  fhould  have  arifen. 
Had  their  Lordfhips  waited  till  the  ultimate  queilion  came 
under  difcuffion,  in  all  probability,  there  would  not  have 
been  found 'much  difngreenment  on  any  fide,  and  confef 
quoitly,  much  of  what  had  been  faid  that  day  might  have 
been  fpared.     For  his  own  part,  he  could  not  avoid  decla- 
ring, that  all  which  he  had  that  day  heard  did  not  fatisfy  hit 
mind.     He  wifhed,   tlierefore,  previoufly  to  the  declaration 
of  his  opinion  upon  fo  delicate  a  fubje<5t,  to  have  the  full 
advantage  of  every  information  and  every  precedent  which 
could  be  foun^y  that  bore  any  fort  of  analogy  to  the  prefent 
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calannitous  fituation  of  the  country.  With  cegaq^  io  the 
doArine  which  had  been  maint^uned  bj  the  niMc  aad 
learned  Lord  who  fpoke  laft,  though  e^ery  point  which 
came  from  a  Magiftrate  of  his  diftinguifhed  (ituatioiH  ad- 
vanced with  great  force  and  authority,  he  coold  only  fay, 
that  it  was  perfe<31y  new  to  hioii  and  that  he  had  not 
heard  it^  before.  The  noble  and  learned  Lord  had  reittrkd, 
that  in  the  eye  of  the  law,  the  Prince  of  Wales  and  the 
King  were  one  and  the  fame.  Would  tlieir  Lordfliips  take 
a  metaphorical  expreffion^  and  force  a  literal  meaning  upon 
it  i  Htf  Royal  Highnefs  the  Prince  of  Wales,  moft  cer- 
tainly was  peculiarly  diftinguiflied  by  his  rank,  birth,  ^d 
dignities.  It  ought  however  to  be  recolfedted,  that  he  was, 
neverthelefs,  a  fubje<St.  The  noble  and  learned  Lord  had, 
in  the  couHe  of  his  argument,  put  the  cafe  in  two  difierent 
points  of  view ;  he  had  fuggefted,  that  His  Majefty's  unfor* 
tunate  illnefs  might  have  happened  in  the  intermiffion  of 
Parliament,  as  well  as  having  happened  as  it  had  done, 
while  the  two  Houfes  i>f  Parliament  met  in  the  ufual  and 
iregular  way,  and  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  had  faid,  in 
the  cafe  of  an  intermiflioii  of  Parliament,  would  not  the 
Heir  Apparent  have  been  warranted  in  taking  upon  himfelf 
to  iffue  writs  and  call  the  two  Houfes  together  ?  The  fad 
had  a£lually  happened  in  the  reign  of  Henry  the  Sixth, 
when  the  Heir  Apparent  did  iffue  writs  and  call  the  Parlia- 
ment together:  but  what  was  the  £rft  proceeding  of  that 
Parliament  ?  They  paflfed  an  a£t  of  hidemntty  for  thofe 
who  advifed  the  meafune  of  putting  the  Great  Seal  into  the 
hands  of  an  infant  only  nine  months  old.  He  fincerely  la* 
mented  that  any  remarks  (hould  have  fallen  from  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord,  refpe£ling  Ireland,  becaufe  he  confidered 
them  as  not  unlikely;  ^rj-rr^  voces  in  valgum  afnUpiasI 
Such  vague  and  loofe  fuggeftions  could  anfwer  no  oiefiil 
purpofe,  but  might  produce  very  mifchievous  confequences. 
He  declared  that  he  had  every  relianee  on  the  known  loj- 
•lty»  good  fenfe,  and  affe&ion  of  that  country,  and  felt  no 
anxiety  on  the  danger  of  Ireland's  ading  improperly.  He 
ibould  purpofely  avoid  entering  at  all  into  the  difcuffion  of 
the  important  topics  which  had  that  day  engaged  fo  much 
of  their  Lordfhips'  attention,  becaufe  he  confidered  foch  a 
difcuflion  as  premature,  and  did  not  think.that  the  queftion 
ought  to  be  in  any  degree  pre^occapied.  Indeed^  he  faw  no 
other  end  which  could  arife  from  it,  but  affording  a  fobje^l 
for  a  frivolous  paragraph  in  a  newfpaper,  to  fet  idle  people 
talking  upon  which  fide  of  the  argument  this  or  that  nobl« 
Lord  fpoke,  while  the  fenfible  by-ftander  would  obfervck 
that  their  Lordfiiips  had  begun  at  the  wrong  end,  and  were 

difenCBng  tl}e  conclufion  before  they  had  fettled  the  prenQifes* 
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k  was  TOmece&i*y  for  him  to  ufe  any  argamentt  in  juftifica^ 
tien  of  the  xootioii,  as  no  obyeSion  had  been  made  againft 
it.  The  noble  and  learned  Lord  had,  certainly,  in  a  moft 
judicious  and  beooming  manner,  fpoken  of  a  Prince  of 
Wales  in  the  abftrafl^  without  affeding  in  the  treatment  of 
fuch  a  delicate  fubjed,  to  reft  any  part  of  his  argument  on 
the  peribnal  virtues  of  the  pretent  Heir  Apparent,  who 
fhould  always  have  his  appbqfe,  when  the  expreflion  of  ic 
wodU  not  be  an  a£l  of  impei^inence.  It  was  impoffibte  to 
feparate  the  natural  and  poiitical  cbara£^er  and  capacity  of  * 
the  King,  and  while  the  Crown  remained  firmly  fixed  on 
His  Majefty's  head,  tlie  appointment  of  a  proper  Regent' 
muft  prove  a  ccmCommation  beyond  expreflion  dtfiiculf. 

Lord  LomgUar0wgb  declared,  that  what  he  had  fiitd,  cer-     Lord 
tainly  had  not  originated  in  any  wtfli  that  the  fentiments  Loughbo- 
of  fo  httoible  a  fp^er  as  himielf  might  appear  in  a  newf-    rough. 
papec     It  Was  mineceilary  for  him  to  make  any  reply  to  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord,  fince,  as  far  as  he  had  proceeded,' 
the  noMe  and  learned  Lord  had  admitted  the  fa£is  which  he 
had  fiiggefted. 

-  The  iard  CbeneiUor  anfwered,  that  it  had  been  far  from     Lord 
his  uitemion  to  impute  to  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  aiyy    Chan- 
focil  oiotiTe  for  bis  argument  of  that  day,  as  a  de&re  to  fee    ^^^^^^* 
bis  fpeech  in  a  newfpaper,  that  he  fhould  l)e  afhamed  to 
afctibe  any  fuch  motive  to  9  Member  of  either  Howfe,  or, 
indeed,  to  any  gentleman  whaterer.     He  had  merely  ftated 
the  confequence    which    might    refult   from  prematurely 
agitating  important  queftions  which  were  not  yet  before 
them. 

Earl  Stanhcpe  obfenred,  that  he  wsa  abfent  from  London  ^rl 
when  the  news  reached  him  of  His  Magefty's  unfortunate  Stanhope. 
illnefs,  and  he  returned  to  it  with  no  other  fentiment  than 
a  determination  to  oppofe  the  propofition  of  faddling  the 
Regent  with  a  permanent  Council,  if  any  fuch  propofition 
fkottld  have  been  made.  But  he  could  not  fit  filent  and  hear 
it  denied  to  the  two  Houfes  of  Parliament,  that  they  had 
the  power  in  cafe  of  a  vacancy  of  the  throne,  or  the  inter- 
ruption, of  the  perfonal  exercife  of  the  Royal  authority,  to 
make  provifioo  to  fupply  the  deficiency.  Earl  Stanhope 
read  an  extrafb  from  the  bill  of  Rights,  touching  the  con* 
ditions  on  which  the  Prince  of  Orange  and  the  Princefs 
Mary  were  oflferid,  and  accepted  the  Crown.  That  decla^ 
ration,  he  obfefved,  was  the  ad  of  the  two  Houfes  of  Par* 
liament.  He  next  aiked  how  the  Hanover  family  came  to 
the  Throne?  and  ftated  diflferent  infiances  of  the  two 
Houfes  interfering  with  regard  to  the  fucceflion  to  the 
Grown,  to  prove  that  their  interference  was  conftitutional. 

The 
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Duke  of      The  Duke  of  Norfolk  contended,  that  the  greateft  part 

Korfolk.  of  what  had  been  faid  was  foretgn  to  the  motion  before  the 
Houfe,  to  which  he  wiihed  to  confine  .bimfoi£^  He  argued 
againil  the  introdufiien  of  die  words  Infancy,  and  or  other- 
wife,  and  wifhed  it  had  been  limited  to  ficknefs  only,  be* 
canfe  he  was  fure  then,  that  no  precedent  whatever  coaM 
have  been  produced,  and  that  fuch  muft  have  been  the  re- 
port from  the  Committee. 
Earl  Xhe  Lord  Prefident  juftified^he  wording  of  the  motion, 

Camden,  ^^j  declared  that  his  head  muft  be  ftrangely  illogical,  if  the 
term  infancy  was  not  peculiarly  in  point  to  the  prefect  oc* 
caiion. 
Lord         Lord  Stormont  faid,  that .  by  the  approbation  which  bad 

StormoBt.  been  fignified  when  the  declaration  that  the  Prince  of  Wales 
had  no  more,  right  to  exercife  the  Royal  authority  duriqg 
His  Majefty's  unfortunate  illnefs,  than  any  other  individual 
fubjeA,  was  alluded  to,  he  was  perfuaded  that  it  was  a  fa- 
vourite do6trine  with  nob!e  Lords  of  a  certain  defcrtption, 
and  that  it  was  thrown  out  with  a  view  to  feel  the  puUe  of 
the  Nation.     He  contended  againft  the  idea  of  the  Regency 
being  eleiflive,  and  argued  that  if  that  doArlne  were  ad- 
mitted,   it  muft  lead  to  a  Republic.      He  reminded  £arl 
Stanhope,  that  his  arguments  on  the  bill  of  Rights  and  the 
Revolution  were  irrevelant,  if  meant  to  confute  what  had 
been  faid  by  a  noble  and  learned  Lord,   (Loughborough) 
that  noble  and  learned  Lord  having  expieffly  mentioi^, 
that  the  two  Houfes  of  Parliament  could  legally  provide  a 
fucceflbr  to  the    ihrone,    only  in  two  inftances;   one  of 
which  was,    when  a  fubverfion  of  the  Government  took 
place  by  a  breach  of  the  original  compad  between  a  Sove* 
reign  and  his  fubje£ts,  wHkh  was  precifely  the  cafe  at  the 
Revolution.     He  complimented  the  noble  Earl,  however, 
on  his  objection  to  faddling  the  Regent  with  a  permanent 
Council,  and  inftanced  the  cafe  of  Poland,  to  prove  that 
the  moft  diftinguifhed  abilities   in  an  eledlive  Monarch, 
could  not  prove  advantageous  to  his  people,  or  render  his 
Government  either  beneficial  or  glorious,    whilft  he  was 
fettered  with  a  permanent  Council.      Lord  Stormont  de- 
clared, in  the  name  of  the  Peers  of  Scotland,  that  if  the 
two  Houfes  took  upon  themfelves  to  depart  from  the  rule 
of  fucceffion,  and  ele£l  a  Regent,  the  nobles  of  his  part  of 
the  Realm  would  confider  the  a^  ^of  Union  as  fufpended. 
After  ridiculing  the  idea  of  fetting  up  a  competitor  with 
the  Prince  of  Wales,  mentioning  the  cafe  of  tlie  Duke  de 
Guines,  who  boldly  ufurped  the  Regency  of  France,   and 
fpeaking  in  terms  of  afie^ionate  fortow  for  His  Majefty*s 
illnefs,  he  coiKluded  with  eameftly  recommending,  that  an 
a4drefs  of  the  two  tioufes>  intreating  the  Prince  of  Wales 

to 
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to  afTume  the  exercife  of  the  Royal  authority,  arid  hold  it 
during  His  Majefty's  incapacity,  fhould  be  voted  and  pre- 
fented  to  His  Royal  Highnefs. 

Lord  Sydney  maintained,  that  during  the  interruption  of  Lord 
the  perfonai  exercife  of  the  Royal  authority,  occafioneJ  by  Sydney. 
His  Majefty's  illnefs,  no  perfon,  however  high  his  rank, 
however  diftinguiftied  his  birth,  had  a  legal  claim  to  aflume 
it  as  a  matter  oif  right.  He*  remonflrated  againlk  the  unfair- 
nefs  of  arguing  that  a  particular  declaration  muft  havt*  been 
the  declaratioh  of  a  right  honourable  friend  of  his  in  ano- 
ther place,  becaufe  a  noble  and  learned  Lord  had  met  with 
it  in  what  he  called  a  miferable  pamphlet,  the  production  of 
a  venal  pen. 

Lord  Portchefier  obferved,  that  it  was  exrremely  natural  Lord 
that  the  fecrecy  with  which  every  ftep  in  relation  to  His  ^^*^" 
Majefty's  illnefs  had  been  taken,  the  confining  the  exami-  ^"'^"^'■» 
nation  of  the  phyficians  to  a  Committee  of  twenty  one, 
and,  although  Ave  days  were  allowed  afcer  the  laying  the 
minute  of  the  Privy  Council  on  the  table,  the  calling  upon 
him  and  other  Lords,  in  five  minutes  after  the  examina- 
tion of  the  phyficians  before  the  Committee  of  twenty  one 
had  been  read,  to = vote  for  a  Committee  to  fearch  for  prece- 
dents, fliould  force  him  to  regard  the  proceedings  of  Mini- 
fters  On  the  fubje£l  with  an  exceedingly  jealous  eye.  He 
referred  to  the  reign  of  Edward  the  Third,  when  that 
King's  fon,  a  Minor  (afterwards  called  the  Black  Prince) 
was  declared  Regent  by  his  Father,  during  his  abfence,  and 
he  reafoned  upon  that  and  other  precedents.  After  repro- 
bating the  motion,  on  account  of  the  indefinite  terms  in 
which  it  was  exprefted,  he  clofed  his  remarks,  by  fignifying 
an  eameft  defire  to  be  informed  whether  it  included  prece- 
dents of  all  tranfa£tions  which  had  occurred  during  the  ab- 
fence of  the  Sovereign. 

The  queftion  was  pot  and  carried. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Friday y  December  1 7  th, 

When  the  Lord  Chancellor  had  taken  the  woolfack,  a 
Committee  was  appointed  to  infpefl  the  lifts  delivered  in  ac 
the  table  of  twenty  one  Lords,  to  be  appointed  as  a  Com* 
niittee,  <«  to  examine  and  report  precedents  of  fuch  pro- 
**  ceedings  as  may  have  been  had,  in  cafe  of  the  perfonai 
**  exercife  of  the  Royal  authority  being  prevented  or  intcr- 
"  rupted  by  infancy,  ficknefs,  infirmity,  or  otherwife, 
"  with  a  view  to  provide  for  the  fame." 

Earl  Camden  informed  their  Lordfhips,   that  the  Com-     Earl 
wittee  had  met,   and  infpeaed  the  feveral  lifts,  and  hadCandcn. 

Vol.  XX  VL  D  defired 
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viz. 

Arclibidiop  of  Canterbury,    JEarlSBjtthurft, 

Lord'Ohoncellor,  Vifcount  .Stormont, 

'Lord  Prsfident,  Bilhop  of  I^ondoD^ 

X.OFd  Privy  Seal,  liord  Olbome, 

Duke  of  'Richmond,  Lord  -Sydaey., 

Duke  of  ^Portland,  Lord  Loughbbrojagli, 

Eatfl  of  Dei'by,  Lord  Waffingham, 

Earl  of  Coventry,  Lord  .Gran(Iev, 

Earl  <yf  Dartmouth,  Lord  Hawjcefoury, 

'Earl  of  Rac|nor,  Lord  Kenyon, 
Earl  of  Chatham, 

Earl  Camden  then  movjed,  '^  Tba^  the  ^ikid  CommiSiec, 
<<  or  any  ejght,  or  moiie  of  ]ClieiQ,  io.oMSQt^ipoii  Xhfi  VOff- 
<^  row,  iii  the  Prince's  Chamber.** 

«  Th^  ao  Lord  but  thofe  of  the  Comflxi3ttee.be.p»fe«t." 

Tile  Eaxl  of  Hopetaun  moved,  **  Tb*|t  tjbe  reppst  ^m 
'^  the  Committee  ap|iointed  to  exaipijie  .the  ph^Acian^  ^bo 
'<  had  attended  His  Majefty,  touching  the  A«Ae  vi  ib 
<«  MAJefty's  healtli,  be  printed,"  whi«^9  unoa  tte  ijMtfftwo 
j)ur,  was  ordered  accordingly. 

Thp  Houfc  .adjowncd. 

Afondaj,  December  i^th 

£irl  Fitz-  Earl  Fitmuilliam  ,Oipjsned  jthe  Rebate  by  «fitreAtiAg.A^  i'l' 
William,  dulgeacepf  thelipu^;^  Ihouldliepi^PQ«j8d  tp^d>^ke^|xd(vi? 
pf  bringing  .on  a  .converfation,  v^ithout  iii;^iHlifig*to  mate^ 
motion,  or  to  ftat/e  ;my  ^ueftion  which  wpuld  fi^9r  foch  a 
converfation  agreeable. to  fprm  and  ord^r ;  but  is$s^^\tl^^^ 
confeiTed  iit  w^iSt  he  trufte^  that  tii^ir  Lprdihtfis  w^uld  iMref' 
look  it,  on  account  of  the  momentoUiS  >ii^}t£k  M>  whicb  i^ 
referred,  and  the  great  dedicacy  whkli  icyiery  ,mf  pf  tbeir 
Lord(hips  mufl  confefs,  ought  to  accomp^u|y  §11  i^if  R^^' 
ceedings,  upon  the  prefent  unfortunate  and  calamitous  fitu- 
at  ion  of  affairs.  In  confequence  of  difcufiions  in  another 
plao<;,  a  queflion  .upon  the  rights  of  a  moft  elicited  i^tr{(y' 
n^ge,  was  about  to  ht  lagitated ;  a  queftion  iv^tiidi  be  wa$ 
thoroughly  perfuaded;,  .could  not  be  bcoiighi:  umkr  ixtoi^ 
Con,  without  producir^  effefls'  which  every  wdl  mftwii^J 
^nd  coniidcrate  individual  muft  wifh  to  avoid  Tb^f^'^ 
already  had,  in  fome  meafure,  caught  tlic  9J^m»  and  **^'* 
uneafinefs  had  been  manifeiled  upon  tlie  fubje^^  Jie  t^9 
therefore,  to  deprecate  the  dif:u(rion  of,  any  fuch  qucftion 
in  that  Houfe,  fince  he  was  perfuaded  that  it  would  be  inn- 
nitely  more  fatisfadlory  to  moft  of  their  Lordihips^  that  the 
queftion  might  not  be  agitated,  and  he  the  r9th^  depK^^t^^ 
6  ^^^ 
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the  diieaffion^,  as  id  could  not  be  in'  the  (^natleft  degree  n^ 
caSEalrf  that  it  fliouid^  tiike  place.  Iv  would  prove  a  very 
great  fatisfaAion^to  hisi  mind^-  and  to  the' minds  of  many  who 
heard  him,  if  anyone  of  HisrNfajefty's  Mtnifters  wouldrife, 
dH&affiier  the  I^ufethat  it  wag-not  their  intention  to  bring 
doy  i^tsh  queilion'  under  agit^ition  before  their  Lordfhips,  as 
that  txx  which  he  had  alluded,  and,  m  the  hopes  that  he  fliould' 
be  favoured'  wiih'ftich  anexplanation^  he  would^  for  the  pre- 
feat,i  decline  trefipsffing*  any  longer  uponthe  attention  of  their 
LofdiEips. 

Ksktt  Cafiuhtty  having:  premi(Vxl«  that  the  moment  in  which'    Earl 
he  was  fpeaking,.  and,,  indeed,  every  moment* at  pref^nt,  war  Camden. 
a-nUxnefit  of  gorear  delicacy,.  diiEculty,  and  embarrafltnent, 
remarked^  tiiar,  thereibre,  it'  behoved'  His  Misjefty's  Mini- 
ftcr*  to  conduft  tliemfelver  witfvthemoft  guarded-  and  wary 
cautionv  and- to  take  care  that,,  byany  premature  diiclofure 
of  what  fteps  they  meant  to  puri'ue,  in  the  prefent  critical 
fitUattonof  affaire^  they  did' not  commit  themfelves  impru- 
dently ;.  but,  the  candid^manner  in  which  the  noble  Earl  had' 
explained- what  he  ftatenj,  demanded  every  polite  and  civil' 
return  in  hisi<power  to  make.     At  prefent,  as  the  Houfe  well 
knew^r  ai  Committee  of  their  own  had   been  employed  in 
featxrhing: for  all  the  precedents  which   their  records  would 
aflbrd^  to  guide* their  Lordihips  in  fuch  proceedings  as  they 
fliould  think  it  became  them  to  take,  upon  the  important 
fobjeA  which  had^  ever  fince  they- met,  engrofled  their  af- 
tention*     That  Committee  had  not  yet  been  able  to  make 
their  report,  previous  to  the  receipt  of  which,  it  was  utterly 
iinpoffible  to  advance  a  fingie  flep.    When  the  report  fhould' 
come^.  it  would  be  neccffary  to  move  to  h:*ve  it  printed  for* 
theufe  of  their  Lordihips,  and  then  time  mruft  be  allowed 
for  their  Lordihips  tomakethemfelves  makers  of  the  various 
precedents  which. it  contained,  previous  to* their  grounding 
any  proceeding  upon  it*    Were  he  to  fay  no  more,  he  fliould 
conceive  that  he  had  given  the  noble  Earl  as  (atisfaftory  an 
anfwer  at  t}ie  noble  Earl  had'  a  right  to  expe£t;  but,  he 
thought  that  he  might  venture  to  go  farther,  and  obferve, 
that  it  was  not  tlier  wi(h  of  Mlniileis  to  agitate  more  quef- 
tionS'  than  were  abfolutei v  necefiar y •     The  rights  of  the  two 
Uotifes  of  Parliament  had  been  queftioned,  and  two  noble 
Lords,  an^illuftrious  and  learned  Baron,  not  then  prefeilt; 
sndi'a  noble  Vifcoont,  hadai^ed  very  much  at  large,  and 
with  great  authority,  agaittftthe  exiftence*  of  thofe  rights* 
It  bec»ne$»  therefor^  abfolutely  neceflary,  that  rights  fo  ef- 
fential  and:  important  fhould  not  be  left  unfettled  and  unde« 
cided,  before*  theyr  proceeded  to  the  other  neceflary  meafores 
in  the  providing^a  Hegrncy.     But,  as  the  noble  Eari  had  put 
aqueftion  to  him,   would  the  noble  Earl,  in  turn,  give  him 

D  2  leave 
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leave  to  put  a  qiieftion  to  him  ?  Would  the  noble  Earl,  and 
the  other  nt>ble  Lords  who  adted  in  concert  with  him,  declare, 
that  all  queition  of  the  rights  of  Parliament  was  abandoned 
by  them,  and  fidmitted  to  exift  in  full  force? 
Earl  of        The  Earl  of  Cat  lijle  obferved,  that  he  had  not  conceived 
Carlifle.  that  either  of  the  two  noble  Lords  alluded  to,  had  queftioned 
the  lights  of  Parliament;  becaufe,  if  their  arguments  had 
borne  this  tendency,    he  Ihould  have  imagined  that  they 
would  have  objedled  to  the  appointment  of  a  Committee  to 
fearch  for  precedents,  as  altogether  unneceflary,  and  that 
the  Houfe  would  have  found  itfelf  in  a  very  different  flageof 
the  bufinefs  frpm  that  in  which  it  flood  at  prefent. 
Earl  Fitz-      Earl  Fitzwilliam  remarked  that,  after  having  rifen  to  de- 
William,  precate  the  difcuffion  of  a  queftion  refpedting  the  rights  of 
another  perfon,  it  could  not  be  expefted  that  he  (hould  turn 
ihort  round  and  admit  the  rights  of  others  in  oppofition  to 
tjiofe  rights. 
Duke  of      The  Duke  of  2Vit  now  rofe,  and  obferved  that,  perfeflly 
York,    unufed  as  he  was  to  fpeak  in  a  public  affembly,  he  could  not 
refrain  from  offering  his  feiitiments  to  their  Lordihips  on  a 
fubjedl  in  which  the  deareft  interefts  of  the  country  were  in- 
volved.    He  eittirely  agreed  with  the  noble  Karl  (Fitzwil- 
liam)   and  other  Lords,  who  had  expreffed  their  wifhes  to 
avoid  any  queAion  which  tended  to  induce  a  difcuffion  on  the 
rights  of  the  Prince.  The  fadt  was  plain,  that  no  fuch  claim 
or  right  had  been  made  on  the  part  of  the  Prince;  and  he 
was  confident   that    His    Royal  H'ghnefs  underftood  too 
well  the  facred  principles  which  feated  the  Houfe  of  B^unf- 
■wick  on  the  throne  of  Great  Britain,  ever-to  aflume  or  exer- 
cifc  any  power,  be  his  claim  what  it  might,  not  derived  from 
the  will  of  the  People,  exprefled  by  their  reprefentatives,  and 
their  Lordfliips  in  Parliament  aiTembled.     It  was  upon  this 
ground,  that  he  muft  be  permitted  to  hope,  that  the  wifdom 
and  moderation  of  all  confiderate  men,  at  a  moment  when 
temper  and  unanimity  were  fo  peculiarly  neceffary,  on  ac- 
count of  the  dreadful  calamity  which   every  defcription  of 
perfons  muft,  in  common,  lament,  but  which  he  more  par- 
ticularly felt,  would  make  them  wilh  to  avoid  preffing  a  cfe* 
cifion,  which  certainly  w.'S  not  neceffary  to  the  grear  objc^ 
expedbed  from   Parliament,  and  which  muft  be  moft  painful 
in  the  difcuffion  to  a  family  already  fufficiently  agitated  and 
afflifted.     Such,  His  Royal  Highnefs  obferved.  in  conclofion, 
-were  the  fentiments  of  an    honeft  heart,  equally  influenced 
by  duty  and  affedtion  to  his  Royal  Father,  and  by  attach- 
ment to  the  conftitutional  rights  of  his  fubjeds;  and  he  was 
confident  that  if  his  Royal  Brother  were  to  addrefs  them,  in 
his  place,  as  a  Peer  of  the  Realm,  thefe  were  the  fentiments 

which  he  would  dift  inflly  avow. 

The 
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The  Lord  Chancellor  faid,  tirat  he  was  perfe6lljr  convinced  The  Lord 
that  the  words  to  which  their  Lordfliips  had  been  the  ear  wit-*  Chancel* 
neiles,  muft  have  made  the  deepefl  and  moll  affe£iing  im-^  lor, 
preffion  upon  their  minds;  and  it  could  not  hut  prove  ex- 
trcmtly  gratifying  for  them  to  know,  that  the  mode  which 
they  ihould  adopt  upon  the  prefent  melancholy  occafion, 
would  give  the  uUnoft  pleafqre  and  fatis6i£tion  to  the  exalted 
Perfonoge,  who  muft  neceflarily  feel  the  greateft  intereft  in 
theirdeliherations  and  decifions.  For  his  own  part,  he  fliould 
confidently  declare,  that  no  man  could  be  more  determined 
than  he  was  to  avoid  having  any  queftions  brought  forward 
which  were  unneceilary«  and  that  he  was  ready  to  hind  him- 
felf  by  any  words,  of  phrafes,  however  flrong,  not  to  vote 
for  any  queftion  which  took  any  other  diredion  than  the 
ftraight  path  of  the  public  good.  Queftions  of  right  were 
generally  invidious,  and  often  unneceliary  ;  and,  on  the  pre- 
lent  critical  fubjeft,  no  queftion  ought  to  be  brought  into 
agitation,  which  the  nature  of  the  fubje£k  did  not  adually 
and  abfolutely  demand  to  be  difcufTed.  The  Chancellor 
reminded  their  Lord  fhips  of  the  fteps  which  they  had  hitherto 
taken  in  the  important  bufinefs  before  them,  and  of  the  ftage 
at  which  they  had  arrived,  obferving,  that  they  had  followed 
the  fame  line  with  the  Houfe  of  Commons;  but,  it  had  fo 
happened,  that  the  Houfr  of  Commons  were  in  a  more  ad- 
vanced ftage  of  the  bufinefs.  At  prefent,  their  Lordlhips* 
Committee  were  employed  in  fearching  for  precedents,  and 
had  not  yet  beenable  to  make  their  report.  When  that  re- 
port ihould  come  before  them,  they  would  be  enabled  to  fee 
what  ftep  ought  farther  to  be  taken,  with  a  view  to  do  that 
which  they  muft  all  wifti  to  fee  done:  to  reftore  vigour  and 
efficacy  to  the  executive  Government  of  the  country  ;  and, 
he  fhould  fuppofe,  above  all  things,  to  take  care  faithfully  • 
to  difcharge  the  duty  of  fubje£ls,  and  preferve  the  rights  of 
the  King  entire,  fo  that  when  divine  Providence  fhould  per- 
mit His  Majefty  to  recover  from  his  prefent  melancholy  ma- 
lady, he  might  not  find  himfelf  in  a  worfc  firuation  than 
he  was  in  before  his  infirmitv,  or  difabled  from  the  full  ex- 
crcife  of  all  his  rightful  prerogatives.  The  Chancellor  add- 
ed, that  he  could  n  n  avoid  taking  notice  of  the  eloquent  and 
energetic  manner  in  which  a  noble  Vifcount  had,  in  their 
lad  debate,  exprefled  his  feelings  on  the  prefent  melancholy 
fjtuation  of  His  Majefty  ;  feelings  rendered  more  poignant 
from  the  noble  Vifcount's  having  been  in  habits  of  perfonally 
receiving  various  marks  of  indulgence  and  kindnefs  from  the 
fuffering  Sovereijgn.  His  own  forrow,  he  declared,  was  ag- 
gravated from  the  famecircumftance.  His  debt  of  gratitude 
aifoto  His  Majefty  was  ample  for  the  many  favours  which 
His  Majefty  had  gracioufly  conferred  onh.ro;  and  which, 

when 
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uvbonif  hxrfiscgoty'  might  God  ferret  hiiir!    IirfHr  lafir  con- 
'varfarion:  diat  had. taken  place  iirthati  Ifenfer  upon* the  fob- 
je£t-f  two:  opxima.&Swcnt  feQin>each;  otfaGrhndt  beeapro^ 
poiinikdv    Ab  thefe>opiniaiis  ran  hi  oppolibe:  Jnin^  andoooU 
iiat  BebrDught tkxoneaad-tfae fama-poi fity fiMacpattrbtwcai 
the  two;  he*  concei^Kd,  muft:  be  dialibed  out»    What}  that 
pxth  wa^  remaiffiedifer  thebt  Lordifaips<  to^fin^.  and^  pi^* 
\Ay,  theft  wiotiid]  be-  affifted*  by*  fotne  caonmumicatioit'iiDm' 
the: other  Houfe*    Itwar^  neverthelefi^  bisoptnioii^.ariiit]ch. 
as  it  war  thaf  ofr  the  nttbls  Earl  who  Hadb^;lmtfaBcotlte^- 
•    fation.  that  da^  that  no*  qiieAion^  whichi  w»9  imt  ahfalotrif ' 
neoeflarj}  ought!  to* he  agitaned*;:  and  that,.  ifitrcDiiUibedone,. 
thr preoeeding  wiihi  p^rfed  unzmimity  was  iiioiV>defifabfe.> 
Karl  Fiti-      B^d:  J^tTsauilhgM^ohfetved,  that  be  could  not  avoid  taking: 
wiUiam.   the  liherty* to  remon Anite  agaioft  the*  tde»  of  havdag:  ic  Aacodt 
that  private  a;fi^ion.  ought  to  goyeriD  their*  Lord&ips  in  »v 
important  procoedingr  on:  which  the  public  wei&nrfo  eflen'- 
tially  depended.     He  was  perfuadedthat  the'Bnuifwick  Fa- 
mily would  confider  it  as  an  ill  complrment'  to*  tbem,  to 
gxxiuttd  a  proceeding  of  that:  niagnitude  am  the  ba/i^  of  pri» . 
rate  and:  perronal  afteAion  to-  the  King- 
The  Lord      '^^e  i^ortt  ChuncMliw  begged  leave  to.  afforrthe-noBferEari' 
Chancel-  that  he  miibonceived.  hini^  if  he  inoagined  that  he-  hardy 
lor»      reftedwhat  they  ought  tot  do  in  the  pnefent  eiaergeDcy  on 
their  private  aite£liQn  for  the  peifon  of  the  Sovetetgn ;.  nief 
had  hCTTd'himexpreffly  dedaic  it  to  be  theirdoty  asffubjeds; 
to  preferve  the  rights  of  , the  Kingentire»    Not  tha4  he* 
would  have  any  noble  Lord,  or  any  man  livings  imagine  that 
tiiere  waia  (hade  of  dftference  between  the  public  allegiance 
and  loyalty  due  to  the  Sriiiceand  the  pnvate  aficdion  and 
love  which  hi^-  ftibjeAs  bore  him;     Hi5>  Majeflry,.  through 
a  roign  of  twenty-feven  years,,  had  prowdhif  facied  repid 
txy  the  principles  which  feated  his  anceftorsf  onrthefiritilh 
thfone,.  and^  hsSi  anxious  defire,.  oir. emery  occafibn^-  to  oaafB* 
tain  and  uphpldrintaU  its  purity- tiratConititutien;  which  bad 

made  its  fuhje£ts  aifree:and  aitiappy  people. 
Vifcount  Vifeoont  &t€rm§ni  declared,  tha^  his  fentiments  were,  in 
Stormont.  many  particulbrSi  truly  congenial  wiith  tfaoferof:  the  noUs 
and: learned'  Lord  who  had  left,  thewoolfack.  He  wouMr 
therefore,  only  detain  their  Lord flfcipswtchi  ftatingJn  what 
hedtffaed  from-  tJiat  noble  audi  learned/  Lonb  The  nobis 
jlnd  learned  Lord  had.  ftated,  that  two  opinibiis  had  beet 
propounded  in  t&elaft  debate  which  ran  in.  parallel  lines,  and 
eoukl  not  he*  reconciled  ami  brought  to  one  and  the  faoM 
point.  So  far  fromr  this  being  the  fiatetof  the  oats^.  fiethought 
that  nothingrcoald  he  more  eafy«  than»to;reconcilethe  «e^^^ 
to^  tJie  other.     Upon  this  occaAony  he^  ihibuld'  Hegi  lett^  w 

remind  the.  Uoule,  of  what  h& had  in  Ms  fpeech  on  Than* 

day 
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fday  Jaft  jepeatedb  jnemiottfid^  that  tfhe  ag;^  fdbijA 

thatida^ dkbuffifl^  asd  jrluch  gave occafiop  for  tbe twro^p-  ^ 
pofiteiDpimQOsto  be&Biedaad^ififiAed  opoa,  .was.  not  inv- 
pntable'to  hkn  «tr  to  any  one  oabte  Lood,  ariio  ikad  fpdcen'Oii 
j)is  &deof  rthei^ceftioEu  Tbcir  Lc^d&ips  «iuft  all  reinen»- 
her  Aat  tbe  fobjed  iiad  beea  intpoduoed  by  the  Lord  Prefix 
dent  iCf  Hi^  kUjefty'<  Council  in  a  moft  eoctnaocdkiaiT,  and 
be  woidd  (aj:,  dilbcderly  andonparliamentsiry  .manner*****^ 

VKboimt  Stonnont  was  called  to  orderi  and  the  JAoufe  was 
for  fooie  fecoods  tfacown  tnto  cmifiifioiH  hj  difierent  Lords 
lifing  at:the&Qiietiiiie  to  fpealc. 

l^he  Duke  ^of  Mitbuund  faid  tbat  he  fpoAieto  order;  no  Dukf  of 
<|ueftiqsi  cicaj  befiore  the  Houie ;  he  would  therefore  mourns,  Richmond 
^  TJxat  tbe  Hoafe  do  adjotinu'* 

Vifcount  Stormoni  obferved,  tbat  Lord  Sydney  had  called  Vifcouot 
i)tfn.t04>r^r  ;  aod  theEad  of  De#by,  and  feverai  Lords  near  Stonnont. 
him,  iiftYisig  repealed  the  wjords>  ^'  Lord  Sydney  to  order,*^ 

Lord  SydMBf  declared  that  he  was  conoianded  by  ivRe  .or  fix  Lord 
Lord3  on  theoppofitehencfay  tofpeak.  He  lamented  tbat  Sydney, 
die  Houfe  had  already  betrayed  a  'temper^  which,  in  his 
mind,  ill  became  tbe  folemnity  and  importance  of  the  fab-> 
3e&  which  they  w^e  difcuffing.  Suon  behaviour  was  not 
decent  infuch  an  aflembly,  and  at  fuch  an  awful  moment* 
He  knew  sot  what  offence  he  bad  given,  that  he  fhoold  ie«> 
ecive  a  reprimand;  but  if  any  noble  Lofd  had  taken  ofienoe 
at  him,  he  wonld  have  them  learn,  from  tlie  noble  Saron 
near  him  (Lord  Rawdon)  to  tbe  noble  Vifcount  on  the  otfher 
fide,  that  there  were  other  ways  of  fettling  difierences  between 
one  gentleman  and  another.  He  thaakwl  Heaven,  notwith^ 
flaodii^,  that  warm  as  he  was  by  nature,  his  warmth  feldom 
lafted  long.  After  this  indication  of  his  return  to  coolnefs. 
Lord  Sydney  ftated  why  he  thought  that  Vifcount  Stormont 
had  tian%ffefled  order,  and  he  grounded  this  idea,  he  obier ved, 
vpon  the  allufion  of  the  noble  VifcouiTt  to  matter  which 
hadpafled  in  a  former  debate. 

Lord  Rmvihn  prefumed  that  the  noble  Secretary  of  State  Lord 
alluded  to  him,  hy  fayti^,  ^  from  the  fiaron  near  him/  If  Rtwdoa* 
fo^  he  knew  not  what  provocation  he  had  given  to  the  ncd>Ie 
I^otd  to  talk  in  fuch  a  manner.  The  noble  Lord  knew  that 
he  «as  not  of  a  temper  to  fubmit  to  be  brow- beaten  any 
'neretban  faimfelf.  He  had  been  of  opinion  that  the  noble 
Vifcount  had,  in  the  laft  debate,  ivery  properly  reprobated 
theintrodizdkn  -of  a  topicnot  before  their  Lordfhips,  which 
had,  It  the  Aoment,  gifon  his  'mind  very  great  asxiety* 
7^  topic  had  i)(98n  introduoed  as  the  noble  Vifcount  was 
ftating,  when  he  had  been  in^cropted  and  called  to  order  by 
the  Lord  Prefidsat,  and  that  in  an  irregular  w^.  Lord 
'^Awdaa  ooaalaioed  of  jncroducingany  difcoffion  ahat  was 

likely 


I 
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likely  rather  to  excite  difagreement  and  difiercmce  of  opinion, 
than  produce  unanimity  and  cordiality.  He  complimented 
the  Lord  Chancellor  on  having  fo  expreffly  dsclared  hiscoin- 
cidence  in  that  ientiment>  and  mentioned  the  hills  that  were 
palled  up  in  the^ftreets^  with  a  view  to  call  the  multitude 
to  take  a  part  in  the  difcufliona  of  Parliament,  and  to  mif- 
Jead  and  inflame  their  minds  hy  inferences  groflly  falfe  and 
violent.  He  joined  in  deprecating  the  difcuffion  of  the  quef- 
tion  of  rights,  and  faid>  if  he  ftood  fingly  on  the  fubjed,  he 
^ould  divide  the  Houfe  againil  its  being  agitated.  He  took 
notice  of  what  Lord  Sydney  had  faid,  of  proper  behaviour  in 
that  Houfe,  and  declared,  that  a  due  regard  to  tlie  rules  and 

.  orders  of  their  Lordlhtps»  and,  what  was  flill  flronger,  his 
own  feelings,  would  prevent  his  becoming  liable  to  any  im- 

•    pu  tat  ion  on  that  head. .       ' 
Earl         Carl  Camden  (Lord  Prefident)  declared,  (hat  he  could  not 
Camden,  fit  ftlent,  and  hear  hlmfelf  charged  witli  having  been  guilty 
either  of  a  crime,  or,  at  beft,  a. very  high  and  cenfurable  a3 
of  indifcretion<     A  noble  Vifcount  had  faid,  that  he,  in  a 
manner  equally  extraordinary,  diforderly,  and  unparliamen- 
tary, bad  introduced  the  topic  concerning  which  they  had 
difcourfed  laft  Thurfday.     He  was  ready  to  confefs  that  he 
did  take. notice  of  what  had  pafied  in  another  place,  in  the 
courfe  of  his  opening  fpeecli ;  but,  he  denied  that«  from  the 
general  words  which  he  had  ufed,  any  nol^le  Lord  was  war- 
ranted to  fix  on  him  a  charge  of  having  fpoken  in  a  difor- 
derly or  an  unparliamentary  manner.     Not  that  he  meant  to 
deny,  that,  by  the  other  place,  he  did  mean  the  Houfe  of 
Commons-— he  certainly  did,  and,  if  the  queftion  were  put 
to  him,  whether  any  allufion  in  that  Houfe  to  what  had  palTed 
in  the  other,  was  diforderly  and  irregular,  he  (hould  admit 
that  it  was ;  but,  fuch  allufions,   they  all  knew,  though,  in 
flri£^nefs  irregular,  were  made  every  day,  and  overlooked, 
or,  if  noticedjf  done  fo  by  dating  that  they  were  diforderly, 
in  fo  good-humoured  a  tone,  that  no  party  felt  uneafy.  The 
noble  Vifcount   had,  that  day,   ufed  the  word  «*  unparlia- 
mentary," with  fo  angry  and  vehement  a  tone,  that  it  feemed 
as  if  they  were  determined  to  proceed  with  a  degree  of  paf- 
fion  and  animofity,  exceedingly  to  be  lamented.     He  muft» 
however,  in  juflice  to  himfelf,  deny  that  he  wa^  that  wicked 
and  bad  man  who  had  broached  the  doflrine  of  the  rights  of 

*"  the  Prince,  in  contradiftindion  to  the  rights  of  the  two 
Houfes  of  Parliament.  He  did  not  firft  broach  the  doArine; 
and,  therefore,  he  did  not  hold  himfelf  anfwerable  for  the 
confequences.  Having  been  broached,  it  muft  be  noticed, 
becaufc  they  were  engaged  in  a  proceeding  which  would  ma- 
terially aflFeft  the  liberties  of  pofterity,  and  therefore  nothing 

dark  or  doubtful  ought  to  be  fuffered  .to.rcmain  ootouched* 

and 
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and  undecided  in  the  adjuflment  of  fo  momentous  a  con- 
cern. 

Lord  Stormont  obferved,  that  he  rejoiced  over  the  inter-      Lord 
ruption  which  he  had  received,  as  it  ultimately  gave  him  the  Stormont. 
opportunity  of  hearing  fo  able  an  argument   from  the  noble 
Lord  near  him   (Lord  Rawdon;)  at  the  fame  time,   he  was 
forry  that  another  noble  Lord   ihould  have  taken  offence  at 
what  he  meant  as  a  mark  of  perfonal  refpe6V.     He  had  not 
had  the  honour  of  fitting  in  the  other  Houfe  of  Parliament, 
but  he  had  underftood  that  the  being  called  to  order,  implied 
a  parliamentary  charge,  and  that  the  rule  was  for  the  perfon 
called  to  order  to  fit  down,  and  the  other  Member  to  ftate 
his  charge  of  breach  of  order.     With  this  view,  when  the 
noble  Secretary  of  State  had  called  him  to  order,  he  had  (at 
dow|^,  and  faid,  "  Lord  Sydney  to  order  ?'  and  had  alfo  in^ 
ter/upted  a  noble  Duke,  who,  he  faw,  was  not  aware  that 
the  noble  Lord  who  had  called  him  to   order,  was  oh  his 
legs.     After  this  explanation.  Lord   Stormont  next    ftated 
why  he  thought  the  two  opinions  that  had  been  propounded 
in  the  laft  debate  might  be  reconciled.     As  it  was  then  pub- 
licly known  what  was  the  intention  of  Government  with  re- 
gard to  the  Regency,  which  he  reminded  their  Lordfhips  was 
a  circumftance  not  known  to  the  Houfe  when  they  had  laft 
difcufled  the  fubjeiS,  his  opinion  was,  that  they  fhould  forth- 
with proceed  to  declare  the  Prince  of  Wales  fole  Regent. 
At  prefent,  with   a  difmembered  Legiflature,  the  country 
Hood  in  a  fituation,  in  which  it  ought  to  be  fufFered  to  re- 
main as  fhort  a  time  as  poflible.    As  it  was  neceflary,  accord- 
ing to  all  their  opinions,  to  proceed  to  praflical  meafures,  it    • 
ill  became  them  to  wafte  the  time  in  agitating  theoretical 
fpeculations.  Of  that  nature  was  the  queftion  of  righr,  which, 
in  his  mind,  it  was  equally  idle  and  fruitlefs  to  difcufs.     He 
remonftrated   againft  delay,  and  afked  the  Houfe,  if  they 
wiftied  to  follow  the  example  of  that  whimficalfet  of  philo- 
fophers  who,  when  Mahomet  the  Secohd  fcaled  the  walls  of 
Conftantinople,  and  took  the  city  by  ftorra,  were  a(rtually 
madeprifoners  in  the  aft  of  fitting  in  debate  upon  fruitlefs 
nietaphyfical  fpeculations,    and    frivolous   inquiries.      He 
thought  it  behoved  them  to  proceed  to  declare  the  Prince  fole 
Regent-;  and,  as  all  the  Royal  prerogatives  were  allowed  to 
the  Sovereign,  not  for  his  pleafure  or  fatisfadlion,  but  with 
a  view  to  the  good  of  the  fubjeft,  to  veil  the  Prince  wrth/ 
them  entirely.     He  put  the  cafe  of  an  afFedtionate  father, 
who  would  wifli  his  fon's  government  to  be  pr6fperous ;  to 
be profperous,  it  muft  be  ftrong,  and  without  eveiy  power 
which  Government  ought  topoffef ,  it  could  not  prove  either 
profperous  or  ftrong.     Great  muft  be  the  danger  of  continu- 
ing without  a  vigorous  executive  Government.     With   re- 
VoL^XXVL  E  regard 
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gard  to.^he.fafety  of  the  St^te  .from  foreign  eoeipies,  he 
looked  to  the  vigilance  of  Minifters,'  the  force  of  the  coua* 
try,  and  the  friendly  difpo{ltionsof.the>neighboi»ring  paw^rs. 
His  confidenctt in refpeft .toe^tem^l  peace,  iiRra3*£icther con- 
firmed and  fortified  in  his  knowledge,  that  moil  of  tbe  fo- 
reign powers  were,  at  this  time,  under  fufScient  circpmftan- 
ces  of  difficulty  and  qmb^rr^^iTment  themfel.Yes.  But,  a  va- 
riety of  reafoos  might  be  Aated  to  prove  the  pceffureof  the 
moment,  and  the  urgency  of  the  cafe.  He  particiilarly 
pointed  out  the  anxious  and  unple^fant  ,{ituation  .of  Lord 
Carmarthen,  as  Secretary  of  State  for  foreign  affairs,  who, 
for  feveral  week^  pail,  h^d  not  been  able  to  forward  .a  £ngie 
iixilru£tion.to  apyof  our  Mtniflers  abroad,  iijace  it  was  well 
known  allfuch  JDilru^ions  were  lent  in  the  ^aocie  and  at  the 
command  qf  the  King. 

Ld.Chan-  Tlie  Ij^rd  Chancellor  faid,  that  he  mufl  take  {the  lUKVty  to 
ccllor.  aflure  a  noble  Lord  (Rawdon)  that  he  had  pifcQnceived  him; 
he  had  merely  remarked,  that  he  (hould  be  ayerfe  to  thedif- 
cufiion  of  ui\Qeceflary  .queftions.  Maay  minute  points  wopld, 
ofcourfe,  t^e  brought  torward  one  by  one,  ajiid  rendered  {bb- 
je6l  to  difcuifion  ;  but,  it  would  be  in  the  p.ower  of  <iay  one 
Lord  to  provoke  the  difcuffions  of  points,  which  k  fcemed  to 
be  the  gener;il  and  anxious  defire  of  moft  of  ^be  noble  Lords 
•who  had  fpoken  that  d^jiy,  to  avoid.  It  depended,  therefore, 
on  the  difcretion  of  noble  Lords  tliemfelyes,  that  their  future 
deliberations  ihould  afiume  either  a  complexion  likely  to  pro- 
ceed with  unanimity  or  otherwife.  If  fuch  topics  as  the 
nqble  Viicpunt  had  referred  to,  in  the  latter  p;^rt  .of  his 
fpeech,  were  infifled  on,  they  would  unavoidably  compel  the 
Houfe  to  go  into  the  difcuffion  of  every  q.uefliQO  which  had 
been  Aated  to  be  unpleafant,  and  likely  to  excite  uneadnefs, 
and  difFdrence  of  opinion. 
Earl  £^1*1  Stanhope  exprejQTed   his  anxious  wifh,  that  what  the 

Stanhope.  Houfe  had  that  day  heard  from  a  noble  Duke  (the  Quke  of 
York)  could  have  been  given  in  any  way  in  writio^,  fo  ai 
to  have  been  made,  in  fome  mode  or  other,  matjLer  ofrecord. 
It  was  too  important  a  communicatic^  to  be  fuffered  to  re- 
main in  fleeting  words,  which  could  not  he  handed  diOwn  to 
poflerity  for  them  to  grafp,  and  quote  as  a  proof  iof  tbeex^ 
iftence  of  an  efTential  part  of  the  Conftitution.  * 
Duke  of       'The  Duke  of  Gloucejier  next  rofe,  and,  after  ftating  th« 

Gloucefler  peculiar  unpleafantnefs  of  his  own  fituation,  and  declaring 
that  it  was  only  four  hours  fincehe  had  heard  that  any  thing 
was  to  be  agitated  upon  the  fubjed  that  day,  deprecated  the 
difcufHon  of  a  queftion,  wliich  could  only  tend  to  produce 
the  mod  mifchievous  confequences.  He  declared  himfelf  a 
mere  individual,  not  influenced  by  party,  .but  aduated  by^ 
itncere  love  of  his  country,  and  a  flrong  feniie  of  what  he 
6  knew 
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kmii^  would  be  His  Majcfty's  feelings,  were  he  happily  to 
redover  from  hi«  prefent  lamented  indifpofttion.  His  Royal 
HighneTs  truAed,  that  the  good  f<infe,and  loyalty  of  a  roajo* 
rity  in  each  Houfe,  would  yfet  prevtrnt  the  threatened  decl- 
fion  on  thi^  pdiht*  PerfcVer^nce  in  it  was  milfchievous  tb 
the  loft  degree,  and  could  not  be  meant  for  the  public  good.* 
For  his  part,  he  felt  fo  ftronfeiy  ontbe  fubjcft,  that,  if  the 
attempt  was  perlifted  in,  and  the  queAion  brought  befbre 
that  Houfe,  he'could  only  fay,  that  he  believed  be  Should 
not  dare  to  trull  himfelf  to  come  forward  and  fpeak  his  fen- 
timents  on  theextVaotdiriat-y conduflof thofe,  who  wereun- 
neceflarily  incliried  td  compel  a  decifion  on  fo  delicate  a 
queflioni 

Lord  Cathcart' ohfsrvedy  that  the  papers  pafled  againft  the  Lord 
walls  of  the  public  ftreets,  and  alluded  toby  a  noble  Lord,  Cathcart. 
were  not*  the  only  attempts  of  the  kind  to  inflame'the  minds 
of  the  multitude.  Other  papers,  replete  with  violence  and' 
falfehoddsy  and  calculated  to  mifreprefent  the  conduct  of 
Minifters,  and  make  it  appear  that  one  of  them  brought  him- 
felf forward  as  a  competitor  with  the  Prince  of  Wales,  had 
been  firft  pafted  up  and  diftributed  through  the  cities  of 
London  and  Weftminfter. 

Lord  Cathcart  conduded  \tith  moving  to  adjourn* 
The  Lord  Chancellor  then  put  the  queftion,  and  the  Hbufe 
ad]ourned.        ^ 

^uefday,    16/A  December. 

The  EikTi*  of  jfbingAn  rofe,  and  faid,  A' noble  Lord,  in  the  Earl  of 
cdrtvcrfation  df  yeftetdayi  having  faid,  that' if  the  qacftion  Abingdon 
of  ri^t  refpefting  the  Regency  of  thc^  Prince  df  Wales  wis 
bVoaght  fcJfWird  in  this  Moiife;  he*  would  divide' the  Houfe 
againft  it,  if  he  was  the  fingle  Lord  to  do  fo,  in  order  that 
his  conduft  mtebt  refnain  upon  record ;  I  rife  to  give  notice 
to  yWaf  Lor31hipSi  that  it  is  my  intention*  to  bring  forward 
the'qa^ftioh'oh  *  ahv'  day  in  the  next'  Week'  that  your  Lord- 
ihipS'fhall  think  fit  tb  name,  and  to  divide  the  Houfe  upon 
it,  if  I  am  the  (ingle  Lord  to  do  fo,  and  for  the  very  fame 
reafon  that  the  noble  Lord  gives,  that  my  condud;  might  ap« 
pear  upon  record  forliaving  fo  done. 

My  Lords,  it  is  a  queftion  that  the  two  Houfes  of  Parlia- 
ment demand  the  decifionof.  It  is  a  queftion  that  the  King 
calls  for.  It  is  a  queftion  that  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Eng- 
land, as  the  keeper  of  the"  King's  confciehce,  is  bound  in 
dtfty'to  have  brought  forward:  It  is  a  queftion  that  the  na- 
tion demands.  It  is  a  queftion  due  to  pofterity.  It  is  a 
queftion  I  lament  to  find  that  any  part  of  the  Heufe  of 

Brunfwick  ihould  ihrink  from. 

E  Z  The 
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Ld.  Chan-  The  Lord  Cbancel/or  ohferveiy  that  it  would  prove,  in  feme 
celior.  degree,  an  infringement  of  order,  to  fix  on  any  day  for  the 
dilcuffion  of  this  fuhjedly  however  important,  until  the  re- 
port of  precedents  fhould  firft  be  made.  That  report  was 
not  yet  r-ady  ;*and  he  fubmitted  to  the  noble  Earl  the  pro- 
priety of  poftponing  the  appointment  of  a  day  for  the  difcuf- 
fion  of  either  of  ve  queftions  which  were  to  come  on,  until 
that  report  fliould  be  received. 
The  Houfe  adjourned. 

JVednefday,  I'jth  December. 

The  Lord  Prefident  of  the  Council  brought  up  the  Report 
from  the  C<  mmittee  who  had  been  appointed  by  the  houfe 
in  the  courfe  of  the  preceding  week,  "  to  examine  and  report 
<*  precedents  of  fuch  proceedings  as  may  have  been  had,  in 
"  cafe  of  the  perfonal  exercife  of  the  Royal  Authority  being 
**  prevented  or  interrupted  by  infancy,  ficknefs,  infirmity, 
"  or  otherwife,  with  a  view  to  provide  for  the  fame." 

1  he  Report  was  then  read  by  the  clerk,  and  ordered  to  lie 
on  the  table  *. 

It 

*  Rather  than  break  in  too  e\tenf^*veiy  upon  the  contused  nature  oftk'i. 
vjorkt  Vie  flatter  ourfelves  thai  iltf  reader  will  deem  it  quite  fuficieni^ 
Jhould  he  be  furnijhed  luith  only  the 

R£F£R£NQ£S  to  the  £xtra£^s  from  the  Rolls  of  ParliameDt,  and 
other  papers,  read  at  the  Committee  appointed  to  examine  and  report 
precedents  of  fucli  proceedings  .as  may  have  hecn  had  in  the  cafe  of 
the  perfonal  exercife  of  the  Royal  authority  being  prevented  or  in* 
terrupted  by  infancy,  iicknefs,  inBrmity,  or  otherwife,  with  a  view 
to  provide  a  remedy  for  the  fame,  on  Thurfday  the  i  ith  of  Decem- 
ber. 

4,  5,  6  Edw.  III.  Vol.  ii.  page  5*,     Two  firft  paragraphs. 

I   Rich.  U.     —  iii,  —    5,       Sec.  15  to  27,  both  inclufive. 
1  Henry  VI.    —  iv.  ^   169,    —   i,   11,  11,  13,  14,  1$,  i6| 

and  £4  to  3  3y  both  inclufive. 
»  — — —     —  iv.  —  201,    —   15. 

3  —   y.  —  406,    —  5. 

5  « i     —    V.  —  407,    —  6. 

409,    —  7. 
%  6    "■  —  Iv.  —  326,    —  24,  15. 

8  —  iv.  —  336,    —   13. 

10    ■  —    T.  —  433,    —  16. 

13 —    V.  —  438,    —  %%. 

32  ■     ■■     —    V,  —  238,    —  aty  X),  14,  and  30 1040, 

both  inclufive. 

33  ■     ~   V.  —  2S4,    —  30  to  39,  both  inclufire. 

34  —    ^«  —  453»    7-4«f4*,  43- 

— —     —    V.  —  289,    i—  40,  41, 

—     •  —    V.  —  321,    —  50. 


?< 


A.  1788.  DEBATES.  3; 

It  was  afterwards  moved,  "  That  the  faid  Report  be 
*'  printed,"  which,  upon  the  quefiion  put,  was  ordered  ac-> 
cordingly. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Tuefdayj  2yi  December* 

Sir  Francis  Molyneux  appeared  at  the  bar  of  the  Houfe, 
and  informed  their  Lordfliips  that  there  was  a  mefTagefrom 
the  Commons ;  and  the  meflenger  being  ordered  in,  the  Mar- 
uis  of  Worcefter,  with  feveral  Members,  came  to  the  bar, 
or  the  purpofcof  requeuing  a  conference;  which,  after  the 
ufual  forms,  was  agreed  to,  and  took  place  in  the  Painted 
Chamber. 

The  Houfe  then  adjourned  during  pleafure,  and  the  Lord 
Prefident,  Lord  Privy  Seal,  Duke  of  Richmond,  the  two 
principal  Secretaries  of  State,  and  feveral  other  Lords,  ma- 
nagers appointed  to  carry  on  the  conference  for  the  Houfe  of 
Peers,  withdrew :  after  a  fliort  time  they  came  back,  and 
the  Houfe  was  refumcd,  when  the  Lord  Prefident  rofe,  and 
acquainted  their  Lordfhips,  that  the  Managers  on  the  part 
of  the  Commons  (by  the  Marquis  of  Worcefter)  had  deli- 
vered to  him  three  refolutions,  to  which  they  defired  their 
Lordfliips*  concurrence. 

His  Lordftiip  moved,  "  That  the  fame  be  read  by  the 
"  clerk,"  which  was  accordmgly  done,  and  are  as  follow, 
viz. 

I.  "  That  His  Majefty  is  prevented,  by  his  prefent  indif- 
^'  pofition,  from  coming  to  his  Parliament,  and  from  attend- 
"  ing  to  public  bufinefs,  and  that  the  perfonal  exercife  of 
"  the  Royal  Authority  is  thereby  for  the  prefent  inter- 
"  rupted.** 

II.  "  That  it  is  the  right  and  duty  of  the  Lords  Spiritual 
**  and  Temporal  and  Commons  of  Great  Britain  now  aflem- 
"  bled,  and  lawfully,  fully,  and  freely  reprefenting  all  the 
"  eftates  of  the  people  of  this  realm,  to  provide  the  means 
"  of  fupplying  the  defe6i  of  the  perfonal  exercife  of  the 
**  Royal  Authority,  arifing  from  His  Majefty's  faid  indif- 
*^  pofition,  in  fuch  manner  as  the  exigency  of  the  cafe  may 
*'  appear  to  require." 

III.  Refolved,  "  That  for  thij  purpofe,  and  for  maintain- 
"  ing  entire  the  conftitutional  authority  of  the  Kir^g,  it  is 
"  neceffary  that  the  faid  Lords  Spiritual  and  Temporal  and 
'*  Commons  of  Great  Britain  fhould  deternoine  on  the  means 

Aft  15  Henry  VIII.  Ch.  12,  Sec.  ti. 
— •   I  and  2  Philip  and  Mary,  c.  lO. 
"^-  24  George  II.  c.  %^» 
■*-   5  ■        ■     ■  III.  c.  17. 

^  whereby 


^  PARLIAMENTARY         4.1788. 

*'  whereby  the ' Royal- affent  may  be  g^vcfti  in- Parliament  to 
"  fuch  bill  as  may  be  pafied  by  the  two^Houfes^of  Parliament 
"  rf  I'pedling  the  exercife  of  the  powers  and  authotities  of 
"  the  Crown,  in  the  name,  and  on  the  beh«ilf  of  tie  Kiilg, 
*^  during  the  continuance  of  His  Majefty's  prefent  indif- 
"  pofition." 

it  was  then  moved,  **  That  this  floufe  do,,  on  Friday 
^  tietty  I'efolve  ilfeif  into  a  Comrttirteer  of  the  whole  Houfe, 
*•  to* rake- into* cbnfideY-iatiott  ffte  pr'efertt  fljft^'of  tHeNation,* 
whichj  UjJon  the"  queftion*  pur,  Was  ordered  j^ecbfdiflgly. 
ThcRepoirtft'Om  tile  Cottimiai^'appdirtted'  to  examinfe' His 
Majefty*s  phyficiahs;  aiul  the  Report  frdnl  the*  Cdriimlttee* 
arppdiritferftb  fear'cllthcjoiirrials',  Sfc.  aYi'irejpOtt'pfteedfemi, 
was  likewife  referred  to  the  faid  Committee. 
Lord  iLorJ  Loi/ghborougjj  noW  rifirtig,  remartcfed'  tTi«;   althotifeh 

X^onghbo.  he  did  not  entertain  the  rii oft  dilPattf  iri tent loil  to  oppof^'  i6f 
rough,    the  prefent,  the  laft  refolutibii;  he  could  not'avoidTuggtftlng' 
a  few  remarks  th^nr  had'occurfed  tohlitT;  a'rid'fi'rfti  the  term's 
of  the  refolutiorts  of  the  Commons"  ftr'dck  hiiil  With  intltiittf 
force.     They  had  not,  ns  he  linderltbbd'Kad  Hitherto  been 
tlie  confiant'arid  invariable  praflice',  left arfy 'kind  of  blank ; 
they  had  not,  in  this  inftance,  refclVfed  for  ttietftfelVeS  only, 
but  for  their  liordfliips   alfo,  as'W^as  plaufiyand'cleiirly  ex« 
prefled  by  the  words.     This,  in  his  opinion,  Was'^a  lie't^  me>» 
thod,  and  their  Lord/hips*  perfeverattce  in  thfeir* right  tb  de- 
termine for  themfelvfes  was^of  too  nfucK  im'pOYtanCe'  ro  be 
trifled  away  ;  he-wiftied  to  know  if  any  one  of  their  Lord- 
/hips  recoUefted  ahy  thing  ever  coming  from  the  Cbmmdhs 
in  that  form  before  ;  if  they,  did,  he*  trufted  they  wotild^fii- 
vour  him  witK  the  information  ?  If  he  received  no  fiich  in- 
formation, he  fliould  conclude  him'feJf  inthe  rlghtj  and'that 
it  was  a  precedent  which  ought  not  to  be  countenahQed.-^ 
r.eaving  this,  however,  for  their  Lordfliips*  confiderafion, 
he  fliould  beg  leave  to  trouble  them  with  a'  feW  words  up6n, 
the  "  Heport  of  the  Committee*  to  ftat^rh' into  precettehts* 
being  referred  to  the  fame  Committee ;  a  R'cpoft,  to  fay  no 
worfeof  it,  which',  was  the  moft  inaccurate  that  ever  was 
prcdiiced,  and- a  difgrace  to  tliofe  perfohs  from"  whom  the 
Committee  had,'  no  dbubt,  expedled  to  receive   afliftance, 
and  to  whom^  they  had,  doubtlefs,  trufted*  the  (election.-— 
[Here  the  Dukeof  Richmond bbferved,  KisLordfliiphad'befen 
named  of  thatCommitte'e;  a  circumftance,  Lord'LoughJ)6- 
rough  declared,  it  was  the  firft  moment  hb^had  ever  heard 
of.]     Amldft  the  variety  of  inaccuracies*  and  abfurdittes  to 
which  he  fliould   endeavour  to   draw  their  attention,  and 
which,-  he  hoped,  would  have  the  defired  elfedl,  to  induce 
'  the  ferious  perufal  of  the  Report  previous  to  Friday,  in  tlie 

firft  place,  under  the  head  of  precedents  incafes  ot  infancy, 

were 
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Fere  wo  nQs  aUiyuicd  /tQ  in  Dbe  lodi  iiod  igtii  .of  Ridluidn. 
•vb^  it  ii»s  Ufourecpsdy  tojbe^oundaJifo  in  .every  hillorian, 
9nd  J^  &qkU  iia^e  tfaougbc  almoft  genecallgr  known,  thac 
ibat  Mpqacoh  .was  erf  foil  ageiom^  inontbs  before  the  padLng 
the  firft,  and  confequentlyfour-and- twenty  on  the  {uilling.of 
^latiicr ;  a  little  norther,  aqnong  tho£e  deaoBunat^d  abfoiice. 
would  be  fouod.ao  aS  in  jthe  jeigo  of  Edwacd  IL  :wiieu  Che 
King  was  a  clofe  prifoner,  and  ioon  after  whicli  he  was  ab'- 
folutely  depofed;  this,  he  admitted^  was  not  to  be  found 
upon  the  rolls  of  Parliament ;  for,  unfortunately,  the  firft 
of  £dw»rd  III*  as  wcU  as  the  firfk.of  Charles  i.  had,  b>y  feme 
ae^s  or  other,  been  iDiilaid;  but  if  thefe  rolls  had  l)een 
fearched  a  little  'farther,  which  certainly  ought  to  have  been 
done,  for  the  ^elucidation  of  every  precedent  adduced,'  the 
third  of  that  King  would  have  fufficiemly  explakied  it ;  but 
vbat  (iirprifedhiui  the  mofi,  was  a  cafe  brought  fbrwajrd  ua» 
der  the  hea4^  f'  or  otherways,'^  &c«  This  was  ftated  to  be  an 
a£t  of  the  grand  Council  oi  the  Nation,  a  defpripition  he  (x>ii«' 
fefled  himfelf  entirely  at  a  lofs  to  vuderftand,  that  being  an 
appellation  .which  he  had  always  conceived  dae  to  Parliament 
only ;  yet,  eyenheqe,  had  they  only  turned  <to  tbe^rery  neocC 
roU  of  Parliament,  they  would  have  foiand  that,  inftead  of 
this  being  confidioirfid  as  a  legal  ad,  a  bill  of  attainder  had 
beenpafied  againil  thoj^  who  formed  it;  it  had  coaftantly 
and  inyztf'iaUy  been  reprobated  from  that  time  to  this,  and 
how  it  could  have  been  thought  worthy  of  being  alioded  to  at 
this  moment,  he  was  at  a  lofs  to  conjedlure ;  nay,  it  ought 
not  to  have  been  without  the  circumftances  which  followed  ; 
indeed,  the  attempt  to  draw  any  precedents  from  the  reign 
of  Henry  IL  was  going  wide  of  the  fubjedi ;  for,  ads  were 
pafledlti  tliofe  days  agreeable  to  the  views  and  defigns  of  the 
party  wbp  happened  to  be  in  power,  and  to  every  a£^,  he 
thought,  fhould  be  placed  the  name  of  the  preceding  battle^ 
which  would  be  a  clear  explanation.  Lord  Loughborough 
concluded,  by  informing  the  Houfe,  that  at  a  proper  time  he 
Should  move  for  a  Committee  to  take  the  Report  into  con* 
deration,  fupply  the  omiffions,  expunge  the  extraneous 
parts,  and  cotT&Bt  the  abfurdities  and  inaccuracies  with  which 
it  at  preleot  abounded. 

Lord  /fwi^irrjf  declared  that,  as  one  of  that  Committee     Lord 
vho  had  framed  the  Report  which  had  been  fo  ftrcHigly  repro*  Hawkcf- 
hated,  he  could  not  avoid  faying  a  few  words  in  its  defence,      bury, 
hoth  for  the  fake  of  himfelf  and  thofe  noble  Lords  who  had 
thought  proper  to  attend  the  duties  of  that  Committee,     He 
vas  at  prefent  totally  unprepared  to  follow  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  through  thathi'ftorical  tradl  which  h^  hadta«^ 
ken,  but  be  djd  not  doubt  that  he,  as  well  as  thofe  noble 
Lords  who  ]i{id  affified  in  the  formation  of  chat  Report, 

would 
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would  be  perfe£lly  able  to  defend  It,  whenever  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  fhould  bring  forward  his  promifed  motion  ;  un* 
til  when,  he  hoped  that  their  Lordihips  would  not  implicitly 
adhere  to  Arong  ailertions,  which^  in  his  opinion,  could  be 
eafUy  refuted. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  then  pot  Earl  Camden's  motionst 
which  all  pafTed  in  the  afErmative>  and  the  Houfe  adjourned 
to 

Frldaji  itth  December. 

When  the  order  of  the  day  had  been  read  for  the  Houfe 
to  refolve  itfelf  into  a  Committee  of  the  whole  Houfe,  to 
take  into  conlideration  the  prefent  ftate  of  the  .Nation,  and 
when  Lord  Onflow  had  taken  his  feat  at  the  table. 

Earl  of  The  Earl  of  Hopetoun  intreated  that,  previoufly  to  the  mo- 
HopetoUB  ment  in  which  their  Lordfhips  meant  to  proceed  to  any  de- 
cifion  upon  the  three  refolutions,  he  might  be  permitted  to 
trefpafs,  during  a  fkort  time,  upon  their  attention.  Cala* 
mitous,  indeed,  was  the  occafion  of  that  kind  of  difcuflion 
upon  which  it  was  that  day  their  duty  to  enter.  This  was 
a  taik  which  not  one  of  their  Lordfhips,  he  thoroughly  be* 
lieved,  would  perform,  without  feeling  the  moft  finccre  con- 
cern ;  but  as  it  was  their  indlfpenfable  duty,  however  reluct- 
antly they  might  proceed,  a  due  regard  to  the  interefts  of 
their  country  would  oblige  them  to  a6t  as  their  wifdom 
ihould  dired^,  in  fo  trying  an  emergency.  He  now  adverted 
to  the  feveral  topics  which  had  come  under  the  notice  of  the 
two  Houfes  of  Parliament,  from  the  day  of  their  having  firft 
aflembled ;  and  he  faid  that  whether  the  right  of  the  Prince 
of  Wales  to  the  Regency,  which  had  been  contended  for  by 
fome,  and  refifted  and  denied  to  have  any  exigence  by  others, 
were  founded  or  not,  or  whether  the  right  of  appointing  a 
Regent  lay  with  the  two  Houfes  of  Parliament,  it  was  the 
unanimous  opinion  of  all,  both  of  the  two  Houfes  ond  of  the 
Public  at  large,  that  the  Prince  of  W' ales  was  the  perfon  who 
ought  to  be  named  Regent,  with  fuch  powers  as  the  two 
Houfes  fhould  think  that  the  exigency  of  the  cafe  might  re- 
quire. For  his  own  part,  he  moft  fincereiy  lamented  that 
the  right  of  the  two  Houfes  had  been  forced  to  a  decifion  ; 
yet,  as  this  circumftance  had  occurred,  he  thought  that  the 
refolutions,  as  voted  by  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  were  in- 
titled  to  his  fupport. 

Earl  of       The  Earl  of  Abingdon  rofe  next,  and  faid ; 

Abingdon  My  Lords, 

Having  obtained  the  objedb  I  had  in  view,  by  the  agitation 
of  the  queflion  that  is  now  before  us,  and  finding  it  to  be 
not  only  in  tlie  hands  of  thofe  where  it  ought  to  be,  but 
where  every  poffible  light  will  be  refledled  upon  it ;  I  rife, 

under 
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under  thefe  circumftances,  my  Lords^  to  trouble  your  Lord* 
fhips  with  a  very  few  words  only. 

Upon  the  prefent  doleful  occafion,  I  have  heard  of  doc^ 
triaesy  that  whilft  I  recount  them  in  my  mind^  1  ilandalmuft 
petrified  with  adonilhment.      jlnimus  meminijfe  hornt.     It 
has  been  faid,  that  deliberation  in  the  two  Houfes  of  Parlia* 
ment,  at  this  awful  criiis)  is  not  of  neceiTity  :  that  the  mo- 
ment it  was  eftablifhedby  the  report  of  the  phyficians,  that 
His  Majefty's  health  would  not  at  prefent  permit  him  to  dif- 
charge  the  duties  of  his  truft,  the  Prince  of  Wales^  de  jure, 
fucceeded  to  that  trufl;  and  that  although  deliberntion,  for 
form  fake,  might  be  tolerated,  deliberation  was  matter  not 
of  eflence,  but  of  form  only,  and  muil  end  in  nothing  elfe. 
And  thefe,  good  gracious  God  !  my  Lords^  are  the  dodtrines 
of  that  very  man  who  hut  a  while  ago  was  plucking  the 
Crown  off  the  head  of  the  Monarch,  and  fubdividing  it  be- 
tween himfelf  and  a  felf- formed  heptarchical  junto  with  him- 
felf  in  this  and  the  other  Houfe  of  Parliament.     Of  that 
very  ixian,  who  calls  himfelf  a  whig;  of  him,  who,  whilft  h« 
is  in  the  very  a£l  of  ereding  a  monuniental  pillar  in  honour 
and  to  the  memory  of  the  glorious  Revolution,  is,  by  his 
dodiines,  tearing  up,  from  the  very  center  of  the  earth,  the 
fole  and  only  ground  upon  which  that  Revolution  flands. 
Such  are  thefe  do  A  rines,  my  Lords,  and  being  fuch,  I  will 
not  reafon  upon   the  fubjedl ;  I  will  afTert  dogmatically,  I 
will  fay,,  that  the  Prince  of  Wales,  by  the  laws  and  confti- 
tution  of  the  land,  has  no  more  right,  as  Prince  of  fValesy  to 
exercife  the  funflions  of  the  Crown,  than  any  other  fubje& 
of  the  Realm  ^  and  I  challenge  the  ftouteft  lawyer  of  you  all 
to  controvert  this  pofition.     His  right,   my  Lords,  is  here-* 
ditary,  and  hereditary  only,  and  that   right  is  po/lbumous } 
and  let  us  even  fee  what  this  pojihumous  right  is.  The  Crown 
of  England  is  hereditary,  but  it  is  hereditary  under  limita- 
tions, reftri£^ions,    and  provifions.     The  inheritance,  fays 
Sir  William  filackftone,    is  conditional  i  and  it  is  fo,  my 
Lords,  by  the  exprefs  law  of  the  land ;  for  by  the  ftatu'e  o£ 
tbe  ift  of  William  and  Marv,  flat.  2.  chap.  2.  it  is  enaiSled^ 
'*  That  every  perfon  who  Should  be  reconciled  to,  or  hold 
*^  communion  with,  the  See  of  Rome,  ihould  profefs  the 
<'  Popifli  religion,  or  fhould  marry  a  Papift,  fhould  be  ex- 
^  eluded,  and  be  for  ever  incapable  to  inherit,  poilefs,  or 
''  enjoy  the  Crown ;  and  that  in  fuch  cafe  the  People  ihould 
*^  be  diflblved  from  their  allegiance,  and  the  Crown  fhould 
*^  defcend  to  fuch  perfons,  being ProteAants,  .as  would  have 
'^  inherited  the  fame,  in  cafe  the  perfon  fo  reconciled,  hold- 
*^  ing  communioDi  profefixng,  or  ^latrying,  were  naturally 
<c  dead.'* 

VoL.XXVL  F  Now 
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Now  fuppofe,  my  Lor'fs,  a  cafe  to  occnr  whfam  the  pro- 
vlfion  of  this  ftatute^  and  then  let  me  aflc  your  Lordibip% 
who  is  to  be  the  judge  of  the  perfon  fo  incapaoitated  and  ex- 
cluded by  this  flatute }  h  it  the  Parliament,  (as  it  has  been 
craftily  and  fubtlely  faid>  in  oritT  to  aroid  the  energy  of  tfaii 
ftatute)  1)ecaure  the  King  is  one  of  the  conftituentpartsofa 
Parliament?  Will  a  King  exclude  himfelf?  No,  tio,  idt 
Lords,  that  exciufion  appertains  to  us,  and  to  the  ether  Hoult 
of  Parliament  exclufively.  It  is  to  us  it  belongs,  it  is  our 
duty.  It  is  the  bufinefs  of  the  Lords  and  Commons  of  Great 
.  Britain,  and  of  us  alone,  as  the  trudees  and  reprefentativet 
of  the  nation.  It  is  true,  my  Lords,  that  tho  power  fo  alter 
.or  new-model  the  (bcceffion,  is  by  law  given  to  the  King  and 
Parliament,  for  thefe  are  the  words  of  the  hvr ;  and  it  is 
likewife  true,  that  by  the  a£l  of  the  6th  of  Qu^n  Anne^ 
chap.  7,  any  perfon  who  (hall  maintain  the  contrary  of  tbis, 
ihall  be  guilty  of  the  penalties  of  a  premunire.  fiut  what  is 
the  fuppoiition  of  law  in  thefe  cafes  i  It  is,  ray  Lords,  that 
that  King,  fo  ftandinfi;  at  the  head  cf  his  Parliament,  has  not 
fallen,  under  the  difabilities  of  the  afore-mentioned  aA  of 
William  and  Mary,  that  he  fits  on  his  throne  under  the bws 
and  conftitution  of  the  country,  that  he  is  a  King  dejurty  as  * 
well  as  Jefaffo ;  but  if  he  has  fallen  under  the  difabilities  of 
that  ftatute,  then,  I  fay,  my  Lords,  that  the  right  to  «iw- 
fniJel  or  alter  thefucceffibn  veils  in  the  Parliament  qf  England, 
fvitboutthe  Kingf  in  the  Lords  and  Commons  of  Great  Bri- 
tain folely  and  exclufiyely.  This  is  Revolution  dodrUie^my 
Lords;  this  is  my  doSrine,  though  1  do  not  profefs  myfelf 
a  Whig,  though  I  am  not  a  Member  of  the  Whig  Chib,  nor 
have  I  fubfcribed  to  the  intended  poUtico-patriotic  obeli/k  that 
is  to  be  at  Runny  Mead.  Neither,  my  Lords,  am  I  a  Tor^, 
1)ut  I  am  what  I  glory  in,  and  will  end  my  life  in,  I  am  a 
well  wifher  to,  and  a  fupporter  of,  the'Britifii  Conftitu- 
tion 

And  if  this  be  fo,  my  Lords,  where  there  is  an  hereditary 
right,  where  that  right  has  taken  place,  and  when  the  Crown 
is  already  on  the  head  of  the  King,  what  fhall  we  (ay  wbert 
there  is  no  right  at  all  ?  My  Lords,  I  do  again*  aflert,  that 
the  Prince  of  wales  has  no  more  right  to  *Ae  Regency  of 
this  country,  otherwife  than  as  the  two  Heiafes  of  Parliament 
Ihall  be  pleafed,  out  of  their  grace  and  favour,  to  beftow  it 
upon  him,  than  I  have :  he  may  hare  pretenfions  faperior  to 
others,  he  may  have  a  claim,  but  he  has  no  rigbu  His  right 
to  govern  is  hereditary  only,  and  the  demife  of  the  Crown, 
thank  God  of  Heaven,  has  not  yet  taken  phce.  May  th« 
King  live  for  ever,  my  Lords,  and  let  the  eftablifced. Church 
of  England,  let  the  hierarchy  of  this  country  fayi  Amen  ! 
6  fioti 
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Boc,  my  Lords,  when  I  have  faid  this,  I  do  not  mean  to 
fay,  that  the  Prince  of  Wales  ihould  not  be  invefied  with 
this  authority.     What  I  mean  to  fay  is^  that  the  right  h 
yours  in  coojundt ion' with  the  other  Houfe  of  Parliament, 
and  yeu  will  do  with  it  as  you  fliall  think  beft.     But  in 
that  doing,  my  Lords,  let  me  conjure  you  to  be  wary,  to 
be  cautious,  to  be  circumfpefl ;   the  concern  is  weighty; 
the  cafe   is   magnitudinous,    and   of  importance  infinite* 
Feel  for  yoqrfelve;,  my  Lords,  feel  for  the  nation;  but 
above  all,  feel  with  the  pity  of  men,  for  the  unhappy  ftate 
of  the  Moaarch  himfelf.    Remember,  my  Lords,  he  may 
be  reftored  to  his  health|  and  let  us  never  giVe  up  the  idea, 
that  <^  old  Lear  iball  be  King  again.*    Remember  too,  my 
Lords,  that  by  a  vote  of  ours,  we  are  now  about  to  de« 
throne  a  King ;  but  will  his  reftoration  to  the  Throne  d<$- 
pend  U|pon  our  vote?     Here  my  Lords,  pa.fc  and  think 
for  a  moment !    I  truft  it  may  !    But  what  has  been,  may 
be  again.     I  have  read  a  little  of  hiffory,  and  t  have  there 
found,  it  is  e^fier  to  give,  than  it  is  to  revoke  power  when 
given;  and  efpeciaHy  too,  when  placed,  as  it  may  br,  iti 
the  hands  of  thofe  who  are  for  or  againft  the  rights  of  the 
Crown,  as  it  beft  fuits  with  the  views  of  their  own  ambir 
tion.     Again,   in  cafes  of  common  lunacy,  I  fpeak  with 
deference  to  the  noble  Lord  on  the  woolfack^  the  next  heir 
is  not  entrufied,  from  the  wifdom  of  the  law,  with  the 
guardianfhip  of  the  lunatic  ?     In  the  cafe  before  us,  who 
are  to  be  the  refponfible  confervators  of  His   Maje{ly*s 
health,  and  what  the  conduit  pipes  through  which  this  in- 
telligence is  to  be  conveyed  to  us  ?     My  Lords,  the  great- 
nefs  of  the  fubjeft  calls  for  united  wifdom,  and  exceeds 
individual  ability  to  difcufs.    But  inibmuch  I  have  difchar- 
gedmyduty* 

A  angle  word  more,  my  Lords.  Let  the  Prince  of 
Wales  reflet,  that  he,  as  George  the  Fourth,  may  of  him- 
fclf,  have  a  fon,  who  will  be  Prince  of  Wales,  fo  making 
the  cafe  of  bis  father  his  own;  and  then  let  him  judge  who 
Are,  upon  the  prefent  occafion,  his  beft  and  trueft  friends. 
Ihe  Minifters  who  a£l  as  they  do,  or  the  oppofition  who 
advife  and  lay  down  the  dodlrines  they  have  done.  It  ^s 
faid  that  Has  Royal  Highnefs  is  a  man  of  fenfe  and  difcerh- 
numt.    To  the  wife  therefore,  my  Lords,  a  word  is  enough. 

Lord  Ra^fdon  obferved,  that  it' his  declaration  on  a  for-  Lord 
roer  day,  when  the  Houfe  had  converfed  refpeQing  the  Rawdon. 
fubjedl  that  he  would  be  the  perfon  to  ftand  forward,  s«nd 
W^y  Uke  the  feafe  of  their  Lordfhips  on  the  queftion  bf 
^^^f  ihould  any  attempt  be  made  to  difcufs  it  in  that 
™ufe,  he  could,  at  that  time,  have  thrown  him  under  tlie 
neceflity  of  making  an  apology,  for  fuch  a  neceflity  was 
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•  ■ 

now  completely  done  away  by  the  fpecch  which  the  Houfe 
had  juft  heard,     it  was  n6w  evident,  that  the  loofe  and  idle 
opinions  of  the  multitude,  that  the  old  women*s  tales  in 
the  ftreet,  and  that  the  moft  vague  and  extravagant  conjec- 
tures of  the  ignorant  and  uninformed,  had  made  fuch  an 
impreffion  that  they  had  even  found  their  way  into  that 
Houfe,  and  helped  to  furnilh  fubjedls  for  parliamentary  de- 
clamation.    For  his  own  part,  he  would  make  no  farther 
remarks  on  the  fubje£t,  but  would  proceed  to  declare  his 
objedlion  to  the  fecond  proposition,  and  alfo  to  the  third, 
which  was  fo  conne£ted  with  it,  that  it  would  be  impoffi- 
ble  not  to  coi  fider  them  both  at  one  and  the  fame  time, 
both  rhofe  propoiltions  appeared  to  him  to  be  equally  unne- 
ceflary  and  unwarrantable.     From  the  former  of  the  two, 
it  woujd  be  imagne^I,  that  fome  claim,  denying  the  admit- 
ted right  of  all  free  men,  in  all  times,  to  chufe  their  own 
form  of  government,  and  in  contradiftinftion  to  the  right 
of-the  two  Houfes,  had  been  fet  up  in  a  regular  way,  fo  as 
to  render  a  declaration  of  the  right  of  the  two  Houfes  ne- 
ccflary.     That  no  fuch  claim  of  right  had  been  brought  for- 
ward in  any  regular  way  in  either  Hoiife  of  Parliament, 
lyas  a  faft  fo  well  known,  that  ho  noble  Lord,  he  prdumed, 
would    venture  to   deny   it.      Nay,    their    Lordfhips  had 
beard  throigh  the  medium  of  the  higheft  poffible  authority, 
lit  declaration  on  the  part  of  the  Prince  of  Wales,  that  he 
never  niennt  to  aflert  any  fuch  righr,  and  ^heir  Lordfhips 
had  been  urgently  defired  from  a  regard  to  the  feelings  of 
the  koyal  family,  not  to  agitate  fuch  a  fuppofed  claim.    In 
the  iDoment  that  every  one  of  their  Lord  (hips  be  doubted 
not,  would  cordially  join  in  exprefling  their  heartfelt  for- 
row  for  the  lamentable  fituation  of  their  Sovereign,  were 
any  of  thenr  willing  to  fliew  that  they  were  To  dellituteof 
delicacy,  and  of  manifefting  a  due  attention  to  the  feelings 
.of  His  Majefty's  family,  as  to  aggravate  their  diftrefs,  by 
unneceflarily  entering  on  a  difcuflion  which  had  been  on 
the  part  of  the  family  deprecateri  with  fo  much  earneftnefs? 
Before  they  could  vote  the  third   propofition,    he  fliould 
conceive  that  the  Houfe  oiight  to  have  beforfe  them  a  clear 
and  pre(jife  defcription  of  the  proceeding,  that  the  refolution 
was  me^nt  to  be  followed  up  with  j  for  as  the  refolution 
flood,  tfec  wording  of  it  was  fo  equivocal  and  ambiguous, 
that  it  was  impoffible  for  their  Loidfliips  to  be  aware  of  the 
fort  of  proceeding  which  was  meant  to  be  grounded  up'^n 
jt.     The  ^larm  had  already  gone  forth,   men's  minds  began 
to  be  irritated  and  inflamed,  and  the  palling  of  the  three  pro- 
pofitions  would  lay  the  grounds  of  fo  much  future  mifchicf 
and  diflention,  that  it  would  convulfe  the  nation  from  one 
end  of  it  to  the  other,  and  endanger  the  exiftence  of  the 

Conftitution 


A.  1788.  DEBATES.  45 

Conftitution  itfelf.  To  avert  therefore  (o  fatal  an  eril, 
and  with  a  view  to  render  it  unneceilbry  for  the.Houfe  to 
vote  either  the  fecond  or  third  refolutions,  he  fhould  move^ 
fuch  an  amendment  to  the  fir  ft  refolution  as  woald  meet  the 
unanimous  fenttment  of  the  publicy  and,  he  believed^ 
of  both  Hotifes  of  Parliament.  Lord  Rawdon  then 
moved,  that  the  following  words  to  be  added  to  the  firft 
rcfolntion :  .         • 

"  1  hat  an  humble  addrefs  be  prefented  to  His  Royal 
"  Highnefs  the  Prince  of  Wales,  praying  His  Royal  High* 
'^  nefs  to  take  upon  himfelf,  as  (ble  Regent,  the  admini- 
"  ftration  of  executive  Government  in  the  King's  name,  • 
*^  during  the  continuation  of  His  Majefty's  aforefaid  indif- 
"  poll t ion,  and  no  longer.'* 

Earl  Camden  obferved  that,  unlefs  he  greatly  miftook,  the  Earl 
amendment  appeared  fraught  with  an  intention  to  lay  afide  Camdea- 
and  evade  the  difcuilion  of  as  important  a  aueftion  as  ever 
had  been  agitated  in  that  or  the  other  Houfe  of  Parliament; 
a  queftion  concerning  the  right  of  the  Prince  of  Wales,  as 
Heir  Apparent,  to  exercife  the  Sovereign  authority  during 
the  incapacity  of  His  Majefty.  That  fuch  a  right  exifted, 
was  wiiat  he  had  never  heard,  before  he  heard  that  the  doc* 
trine  had  been  broached  in  the  other  Houfe  of  Parliament; 
and  as  foon  as  he  learnt  that  it  had  been  afierted,  he  had 
fiated  it  in  debate  in  his  place  ;  and  however  irregular  his 
introdudion  of  it  might  have  been,  their  Lordihips  bad 
heard  a  noble  and  learned  Lord,  whofe  opinions  were  de- 
fervedly  of  great  weight  and  authority  in  that  Houfe,  ar- 
gQ'  and  contend  for  its  exigence,  with  a  confiderable 
degree  of  gravity  and  earneftncfs.  If  fuch  a  right  did  at- 
tach to  His  Royal  Highnefs  the  Prince  of  Wales,  it  ought 
to  be  acknowledged  and  recognized,  becaufe,  in  that  cafe^ 
their  Lord/hips,  and  the  other  Houfe  of  Parliament,  as  he 
had  before  faid,  were  ufurpers  of  the  rights  of  another  per- 
fon,  and  were  deliberating  in  a  cafe  which  did  not  belong  to 
them  to  difcufs,  but  which,  as  the  do£lrine  had  been  laid 
down,  it  was  their  duty  only  to  adjudicate  and  declare, 
He  wa«  extremely  forry  that  the  queftion  of  right  had  been 
dgitated ;  but  having  been  once  broached,  it  muft  be  dect* 
^^3  that  men's  minds  might  be  fet  at  reft  upon  it.  As  to 
3i^y  mifchiefs  which  could  arife  from  it,  he  declared  that  he 
faw  none;  but  if  it  were  true,  that  mifchiefs  would  be  pro- 
duced by  its  agitation,  thofe  mifchiefs  were  already  produ- 
ced, and  the  alarm  which  had  gone  forth,  if  any  fuch  had 
gone  forth,  as  the  noble  Lord  had  aflerted,  ought  to  be 
S^ieted.  A  noble  and  learned  Lord  (Loughborough)  had 
thought  proper,  during  the  courfe  of  a  former  debate,  to 
animadvert  upM*a  fuppofed  incorredlnefs  of  the  Report  from 
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the  Caimortttee  of  Precedents.  He  profteftad  lie  knev  not 
that  'there  was  any  real  groiiiKi  for  Aich  a  charge  agiaiaft  the 
£«port ;  but  he  would  ventare  to  fay,  that  if  inthe  prepa- 
flratton  of  i^  any  error  bad  «icaped»  k  was  a  cnatter  of  pone 
accident)  and  perfectly  uiiincentionaL  He  would  add  alfo» 
^imt  he  did  not  think  that  if  the  h(k  Were  To,  that  any  ma* 
Serial  •condufion  could  be  drawn  firoai  in*  Their  (x>rdJlhipe» 
be  truAed,  need  not  be  cautioned  againft  depreciating  the 
precedents  which  were  before  theai^  hecaufe  the  fame  acgu* 
ments  that  would  fuppprt  an  attack  upoa  theiB^  would  go 
the  length  of  calling  the  Vfllidity  olF  Ms^a  Chaita  in 
qoeflion.  ^arl'Caindeti  now  prooeeded  to  point  out  in  whac 
«uuiner  the  precedeikts  bore  any  fort  of  analogy  to  the  pre- 
fent  (ituation  of  affairs,  and  faid  that  he  wouM  not  trouble 
tthe  ifoufe  with  ^entef ing  into  a  miniHe  di6:ufioR  of  each, 
4>ut  -mepely  content  himfelf  with  obfervir^  iipen  tbotc 
which  bore  the  clafeft  analogy.  The  6rft  ot  thefe  was  a 
preoodent  of  Edward  the  Third,  who  had  been  declared 
S.^ent  in  the  life-time  of  his  £aitl)er,  and  J»ad  a  Council  ap- 

Sioted  to  affift  him*  The  next  was  ^ipon  the  death  oi 
»iry  the  Frfth,  which  he  conceived  to  be  a  good*  a  ful>- 
fiaatial,  and  a  legal  precedeuft,  the  proceedings  <^  Parlia- 
ment at  that  period  being  as  grave  and  focnul  as  at  any 
pteriod  jof  our  hiAory.  His  LordAiip  went  throi^h  the 
'detail  of  the  preoedenrt  io  aVi  ks  .pointy,  to  the  eachibidon  of 
the  claim  of  the  Duke  of  Gloucefter,  as  Rmnt,  t>f  oght^ 
in  abfence  of  his  elder  brother,  the  Duke  of  Bedford;  and 
in  Older  to  fliew  clearly  what  had  4>een  the  opinion  of  Par- 
iliament  i^K>n  tbat.t:laim,  he  <ie(ired  tliat  the  Qerk  might 
read  the  record,  ftating  the  Duke's  olaiflay  and  theaofwerof 
the  Parliament,  which  was  accordingly  done,  and  thence  it 
appeared,  that  the  Duke  refufed  to  attend  Parliasnent*  till 
ihe  knew  what  his  authority  in  Parliaasent  ^ost  and  «iade 
itis  claim  as  neamft  of  kin  to  the  infant  Monawsh  in  the  ab- 
sence of  his  brother,  the  Duke  rof  Bedford,  when  the  Panr- 
Jiament  in  reply,  in  the  moft  uneqwvocal  terms,  declared, 
that  the  Duke  liad  'no  right,  either  of  Vis  -own,  feocn  «eia- 
tionihip  to  the  iCifig,  oi  by  virtue  of -bis -brothel's  will,  bnt 
that  they  had  appointed  him  Prote^or  and  Defender  of  the 
jksngdom,  meaning  by  the  name  expreflliy  tx>  guard  agakift 
*Anff  idea  of  their  acknowledging  any  right  lu  him  U^  oxer- 
cife  the  Royal  authority.  Let  any  one  of  €heir  Lordfliips 
point  out  to  bim  any  difference  in  re(jpe£l  to  fuch  a  Fight 
as  had  been  afferted  to  be  in  the  Duke  of  -Gloueeffer,  in  the 
ihfeticy  of  Henry,  between  an  Heir  Apparertt>  dad  an 
'Heir  Prefumptive,  or  between  an  iriterniptioB  criF  the  exo^Ife 
of   the.  Royal  authority  through   infancy,  or  ina^>acity 

f potn  indilpofition*    The  fame  ^eoedent  irhkh  had  ao^Iqgy 
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to  the  onBy  bore  analogy  to  tI»eotfier»    For  Ms  own  partj 
he  fliottld  contend  for  the  qtiie^ude  of  the  timet  whence 
Ais  precedetit  was  drawny  it  heing  in  a  momeat  of  mteroal 
peace,    wheit  a  King,   dtefirved^y  the  idol  of  hit  peoplie,. 
and  when  Bedford  and  GlouceAery   the  two  Princes  nearefb 
allied  to  Henry  VI.  were  men  of  high  fame,  one  of  them 
the  moft  able,  the  other  the  moft  poptilar  charaAer  of  hi^ 
day.    The  next  precedent  wat  that  of  the  3.2d,  and  33d 
tear  of  Henry  VI.  when  in  confequence  of  the  Kinrt 
ficknefi?,  the  Duke  of  York  was  appointed  Regent,  exadfy 
with  the  fame  limitattofl^  which  had  been  put  into  the  pa- 
tent appointing  tlie  Duke  of  Gloucefter  protestor.     Earl 
Camden  adyerted  to  all  the  circumftances  of  the  Duke 
of  York's  taking  up  arms  and  marching  an  army  of  ten 
thoufand  men  to  London,  upon  the  pretence  of  obtaming  a 
rtdrefs  of  grieTances,  his  being  deceived  by  Queen  Marga- 
ret and  Sosnerftt,  and  his  retirement  to  his  Calik  in  Wales^ 
where  he  lived  almoft  two  years,  befeie  he  returned  again 
to  London,  and  was  appointed  Regent.     He  expatiated  on 
the  wifdom  of  our  anceftors  as  manifefted  in  their  conAant 
endeavours  to  reftrain  ambitious  nfen  frbm  aiming  at  the 
Government,  by  ihacklii^  them  with  councils  of  Regency, 
and  fettering .  them  with  fitch  other  reftri^ions  as  fliquld 
prevent  them  from  grafping  at  the  whole  of  the  Roy^l 
aothority.     He  begged,  however,  that  his  oMervations  of 
this  tendency  might  be  cohfidered  as  applicable  fblely  to  th^ 
wittom  of  our  anceftors,  and  that  he  concurred  with  them 
in  thinking  that  to  be  the  ttue  line  of  policy.     He  meant 
tK>t  to  glance  at  the  prefent  Heir  Apparent,  who  he  was 
fiire  would  prove  the  laft  man  defirous  of  afluming  powers 
which  the  two  Houfes  of  Parliament  would  not  think  it 
confiflent  with  the  fafety  of  the  Crown,  or  of  the  nation, 
to  forego  or  fuffer  to  be  taken  out  of  their  hands,  as  repre- 
fentatives  of  aH  the  eftates  of  the  People.     Such-  was  the 
infirmity  of  human  nature,    fuch  the  natural  pronenefs  to 
ambition,  and  fuch  the  inordinate  thirfl  after  dominion  and 
power,  that  it  behoved  the  two  Houfes  always  to  regard 
an  opportunity  to  advaiKe  the  objeds  of  foch  paffions  with 
jealoufy,  and  to  provide  reftridiions  to  check  their  progrefs. 
With  regard  to  the  Prince  of  Wales,  fo  amiable  had  been 
his  condud,  that  it  fat  fufpicion  at  reft,  and  rendered  the 
taOt  of  limitation  lefs  difficult.    There  was  no  intention^ 
in  reality,  to  withhold  from  Hi«  Royal  Highnefs  above  one 
or  two  inftances  of  cxercifing  Royal  authority,  and  thofe, 
fach  only,    as  a  due  regard  for  the  prefervation  of  the 
Cn>wn  on  His  Majefty's  head,  and  ^e  fecuring  to  him  the 
power  of  refuraing  the  exercife  of  all  bis  Royal  preroga* 
^^ei,  wh^  he  fhonU  be  reftofed  to  faerith,  indifpenTablv 
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demanded.  His  Royal  Highnefs  would  have  the  power  of 
diflblvine  Parliament,  of  appointing  his  own  political  fer« 
vants,  ot  entering  into  foreign  treaties^  and,  in  fad,  all  the 
power  neceflary  Tor  the  carrying. on  of  a  ftrong  and  vigo* 
rous  Government.  In  the  courfe  of  the  proceedings  which 
had  taken  place.  Earl  Camden  obferved,  that  he  trufied  it 
would  be  admitted,  that  the  prefent  Adminiflration  hndaded 
impartially,  and  with  no  view  to  promote  their  own  private 
interefts.  For  his  part,  he.  was  arrived  at  an  age,  when  a 
retired  life  would  better  fuit  his  year<>,  and  when  he  might 
have  an  opportunity  of  ferving  his  country  to  as  much  ad- 
vantage  fon^e  other  way,  as  he  might  do  in  office.  \Vhen- 
cver  the  new  Adminiftration  came  in,  however,  he  would  be 
bold  to  fay,  that  they  would  not  iind  the  prefent  Minifters 
form  themfelves  into  a^naligaant,  or  an  unprincipled  oppo- 
fition.  Whoever  were  to  compofe  the  new  Adminiftration, 
his  fincere  and  earneft  prayer  was,  that  they  might  ad  as 
confcientioufly  as  their  predeceflbrs,  and  be  able  00  ferve 
their  country  to  infinitelv  more  advantage. 
Vifcouiit  Vifcount  Stormont  faid,  that  in  what  he  had  to  trouble 
Stormont.  their  .Lord(bips  with  that  day,  he  would  endeavour,  as 
much  as  poflible,  to  avoid  repeating  any  of  thofe  ohfervations 
which  he  h^d  made  in  the  courfe  of  the  debaJtes  that  had  al- 
ready occurred  on  the  fame  fubjed.  It  was  not  his  inten- 
tion to  follow  the  noble  and  learned  Lord,  who  had  juft  fat 
down,  through  all  the  hiftorical  detail  that  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  had  favoured  the  Houfe  with,  as  he  did  not 
pretend  to  more  than  a  general  knowledge  of  the  hiftory  of 
his  country.  The  Committee  appointed  to  fearch  for  pre- 
cedents, had,  undoubtedly,  furniflied  them  with  a  confider- 
able  number;  but,  among  them  all,  there  was  not  one  that 
came  fu£Sciently  near  to  the  prefent  calamitous  Gtuation  of 
the  country,  to  be  confidered  as  a  precedent  in  point,  or 
relied  on  as  authority.  Some  of  the  precedents  in  the  Report 
were  fo  extravagantly  wide  of  the  prefent  cafe,  that  it  was 
impoflible  to  guefs  the  reafon  of  their  having  been  cited,  un- 
lefs  it  were  to  prove  how  wildly  their  anceftors  had,  in  the 
elder  periods  of  our  hiftory,  proceeded,  and.  with  how  little 
regard  to  the  law  of  the  land,  or  the  conftitution  of  the 
country.  As  no  precedent  could  be  found,  that  could^  with 
fafety,  be  followed,  it  behoved  their  Lordfhips  to  purfue 
that  line  of  condudl  which  fliould  he  confiftent  with  good 
fenfe,  and  to  adopt  that  meafure  which  fliould  leaft  a9e& 
the  land- marks  of  the  conftitution* 

The  noble  and  learned  Lord  had  paflTed  overall  the  prece* 
dents  preceding  the  reign  of  Edward  the  Third,  from  a  con- 
vi6lion,  no  doubt,  that  they  were  fele<Sled  from  times  full 
of  anarchy  and  confufion^  and  from  a  laudable  attention  to 

that 
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that  old  generous  maxim  de  Mortuh  nil  nijl  hcnum.  The  noble 
and  learned  Lord  had,  however,  refled  a  good  deal  of  his  ar- 
gafncnton  the  two  precedents  taken  from  .the  early  part  of 
the  reign  of  Henry  the  Sixth,  and  from  the  thirty-fecond 
and  thirty -third  years  of  the  fame  reign,  hecaufe,  as  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  had  declared,  thofe  were  times  of  peace  and 
ti^anquillity-.     Was  the  period  in  which   Henry  the  Sixth, 
while  an  ififant,  afcended  the  throne,  a  period  of  peace  and 
tranquillity  )  A  period  when  the  flower  of  our  nobility  were 
in  France,  together  with  almoft  the  whole  of  the  Englifh 
army,  and  when  the  beft  blood  of  the  country  had  been  fpilt 
in  that  kingdom,  fighting  for  the  Crown,  and  protecting  thofe 
provinces  which  th6  gallantry  of  Henry  the  Fifth  had  ac- 
quired !  Did  their  Lordfliips  remember  what  had  paffed  in 
France,  when  Charles  the  Sixth  was  afflifled  with  a  fimilar 
malady  to   that  under  which    His  M«^jefty  laboured,    and 
when  thar  rich  kingdom  had  been  torn  and  diftrafted  by'  the 
two  poweirful  parties,  the  one  headed  by  the  Duke  of  Hur- 
gundy,  the  other  by  the  Danphin ;  the  fiurgundians  had  got 
pofleffion  t)f  the  King,  and  carrietl  him  about  as  a  pageant, 
making  the  mofl  (hameful  ufe   of  his   name,  and   the  moft 
wanton  exercif(i  of  his  authority,  while  the   l^auphin,  by 
his  wifdom  and  valour,  recovered  the  Crown,  and  laid  the 
foundation   of  the  greatnefs  at  which  France  had  fince  ar- 
rived.    Did  their  Lordfliips  recolleft,  that  this  country  was 
deeply  engaged  in  tliofe  cotitefts,  and  could  the  period  in 
which   they  were  carried  on,  be  called  a  period  of  peace  and 
tranquillity  to  England?    Were  thofe  peaceable  times   alfo, 
when  Richard  Duke  of  York  was  chofen  Proteftor  of  the 
kingdom,  and  exerted  every  nerve  which  tyranny  and  cor- 
ruption couM  call  into  aflion,  to  further  his  ambitious  de- 
figns  !?poft  the  Crown  ?  The  Duke  of  York  had  been  holden 
up  by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  as  a  charafter  worthy  of 
imitation;  that  Duke  of  York,  who,   though  lefs  bloody, 
was  fcarcely  lefs  immoral,  infidious,  and  unjuft,  than  Richard 
the  Third.     As  Well  might  that  fcene  which  they  had  all  feen 
fo  frequently  well   adted,  in  which  Richard  the   Third   is 
difcovered,  leaning  on  two  churchmen,  when  vifijed  by  the 
Mayor  and  citizens  of  London,  be  extolled  as  a  prooi  that 
Richard  was  a  pattern  of  piety,  as  Richard  Duke  of  York, 
who,  after  the  battle  of  St.  Alban's,  where  he  had  wounded 
his  King,  and  taken  him   prifoner,  took  a  folemn   oath  at 
Paul's  Crofs  that  he  was,  and  ever  had  been,  liegeman  to  his 
Prince,  be  holden  up  as  an  example  of  loyalty.     With  as 
little  regard  to  faft,  alfo,  could   the  precedent  of  Edward 
the  Third  he  faid  to  be  a  precedent  chofen  from  peaceable 
times,  bccaufe,  as  thpir  Lordfliips  mufl  remember,  Edward 
the  Third  put  his  fignature  to  a  commiflion,  when  he  was 
VoL.XXVL  C?  only 
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only  fourteen  years  of  age,  at  a  time  when  his  father  had 
been  forced  to  become  a  fugitive,  through  the  intrigues  of 
Mortimer  and  Queen  Ifabel,  and  when  the  country  was  dif- 
traSed  with  all  the  horrors  of  a  civil  war.  The  precedents, 
therefore,  to  which  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  had  pointetl, 
as  precedents  taken  from  peaceable  and  undifturbed  times, 
were  precedents  fele£led  from  periods  of  our  hiftary  peculiarly 
unfettled  and  unquiet.  But,  though  the  fa£^  were  fo,  it  was 
little  to  the  purpofe,  becaufe,  he  repeated  it,  no  one  of  the 
precedents  applied ;  theLegiflature  of  thofe  times  having  been 
complete^  whereas  now  there  were  only  the  two  Houfes  of 
Parliament  aflembled. 

Vifcount  Stormont  declared  that  whenever,  in  the  future 

*  — 

parts  of  what  he  had  to  fay,  he  fliould  have  occauon  to  men- 
tion the  two  Houfes  of  Parliament,  he  would  defcribe  them 
in  thofe  words,  and  that  whenever  he  wilhed  to  fpeak  of  the 
Parliament,  properly  fo  called,  he  would  call  it  theLegifla* 
ture.  Was  it  poiEble  for  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  to  pro- 
duce a  fingle  inftance,  in  which  the  Heir  Apparent  had  been 
of  full  age  and  capacity  to  govern?  It  wasneedlefs,  therefore, 
to  take  up  more  of  the  time  of  their  Lordfliips,  \fj  dwelling 
upon  precedents,  which  had  no  analogy  to  the  prefent  mo- 
ment^ the  fplrit  of  the  Conftitution  muft.ba  referred  to, 
and  that  line  of  condii£):  adopted,  that  (hould,  upon  exami* 
nation,  be  found  to  be  moil  congenial  to  it.  In  that  point 
•  of  view  let  tlie  amendment  propofed  by  the  noble  Lord  be 
confidered.  The  ability  with  which  the  noble  Lord  had 
opened  his  amendment,  had  excited  the  general  admiration  of 
every  one  who  heard  his  argument,  and  juftly  entitled  the 
noble  Lord  to  that  compliment*  which  had  been  paid  to  John 
Duke  of  Argyle  :  that  he  was  by  nature  qualified 

"  To  fhake  at  once  the  Senate  and  the  field." 

Let  the  Committee  confider  whether,  in  attaining  an  ob- 
jeft,  about  which  there  was  but  one  opinion,  they  would  pre- 
fer a  circuitous  mode  to  a  mode  dire6^,  obvious,  plain,  fimple 
and  eafy.  If  they  adopted  the  mode  fuggefted  by  the  Houfc 
of  C<iinmons,  and  preferred  the  circuitous  line  of  proceeding, 
they  would  aflume  the  funflions  of  the  third  branch  of  the 
Legiflature,  and  trench  upon  the  prerogatives  of  tl^e  Crown, 
which  it  was  as  much  their  duty  to  refpedb  and  fupport,  as 
their  own  privileges,  or  thofe  of  the  other  Houfe  of  Parlia- 
ment. With  regard  to  the  argument  that  the  Prince  of 
Wales  ought  to  be  declared  Regent,  under  certain  limitations 
and  reftridtions,  let  their  Lordfhips  recolleft  the  difficulty 
to  which  that  fort  of  confideration  would  lead.  It  would 
he  impoffibleto  admit,  that  the  prerogatives  of  the  Crown 
could  be  divided,  and  fome  of  them  referved,  while  others 
6  ivcrc 
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were  given  to  the  Regent,  and,  at  the  fame  time,  to  con- 
tend, t^^at  the  Regent  would,  nevertheJefs,  be  able  to  carry 
on  a  vigorous  Government,  without  opening  a  door  to  an 
argumeht,  which,  however  cogent,  be  did  not  mean  to  prefs 
upon  their  Lordfhips :  that  if  there  were  prerogatives  an- 
nexed to  the  Crown,  which  were  not  in  themfelves  neceflary 
10  the  energy  and  vigour  of  Government,  thofe  prerogatives 
might  be  (pared,  and  ought  to  be  aboliihed ;  fince  thd  Crown 
no  more  than  the  Regent  ought  to  enjoy  prerogatives  which 
were  admitted  not  to  be  eilential  to  the  benefit  and  advan- 
tage of  the  community.  Every  difcuflion  of  this  fort  would 
be  precluded,  were  the  noble  Lord^s  amendment  adopted,  and, 
what  was  not  a  lefs  important  object,  harmony  between  the 
two  Houfes  would  be  fecured,  while  neither  their  rights,  for 
which  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  had  fo  ftrenuoufly  con- 
tended, would  be  facrificed  or  called  in  quedion,  nor  would 
the  fun£lions  of  the  prerogative  be  affumed  or  invaded.  Every 
noble  Lord  who  had  hitherto  fpoken  on  the  fubjedt,  had 
juftly  profefled  a  veneration  for  the  Revolution;  why,  then, 
would  they  not  imitate  that  example,  which  they  all  profefTed 
fo  much  to  admire  ?  The  words  of  the  amendment  were  pre- 
cifcly  the  fame  with  thofe  adopted  by  the  Convention  Par- 
liament, when  it  was  refolved  to  addrefs  the  Prince  of 
Orange,  with  the  exception  only  of  the  reference  to  the  in- 
capacity of  His  Majefty ;  and  furely,  no  one  of  their  Lord- 
fhips would  contend,  tfiat  the  addrefs  voted  to  the  Prince  of 
Orange,  implied  that  he  poflefled  any  other  right  to  the 
throne,  than  that  which  he  derived  from  the  votes  of  the 
two  Houles.  Let  their  Lordfhips  turn  to  the  debates  in  the 
year  1688,  and  they  would  fee  the  miferable  jargon  intro- 
duced by  the  lawyers  of  that  period.  Lawyers,  it  was  no- 
torious, generally  fpeaking,  mingled  fo  much  of  their  legal 
refinements  with  political  argument,  that  they  made  fad 
work  of  it.  At  the  time  of  the  Revolution,  every  diftindlion 
that  fophiflry  could  fuggeft,  and  ingenuity  invent,  was  de- 
vifed,  and  infifted  on  to  miflead  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  and 
confound  their  judgement;  but,  the  firft  men  of  thofe  days, 
who,  though  not  great  lawyers,  were  great  ftatefmen,  fwept 
away  the  cobweb  diflinf^ions  of  profeffional  reafoners  at 
once,  and  by  dint  of  found  fenfe  prevailed  on  the  Houfe  to 
fpeak  by  their  actions,  and  come  direflly  to  the  point,  and 
declare  the  Prince  of  Orange  King,  a  vote  which,  happily 
for  the  nation,  was  carried,  though  only  by  a  vote  or  two. 
Vifcount  Stormont  alludeJ  to  the  turn  and  chara£ler  of  the 
debates  of  thofe  days,  and  particularly  mentioneil  the  diftinc- 
tion  taken  by  Mr.  Finch,  the  anceftor  of  a  noble  Lord  then 
prefenr,  (Lord  Winchelfea)  who>  in  arguing  for  a  Regency, 
had  ailerted,  <•  that  the  throne  was  not  vacant,  but   that  ' 
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"  King  James  was  out  of  hia  uude/itqjnding.^Mn  tU^t  ddiatCy 
in  which  the  two  points  in  aueftion  were,  wbethfir  the  Prince 
of  Wales  fliould  be  dechreJ  Regent  or  Kingi  npw  of  i^ok 
Members  who  fupported  the  argument  in  preference  of  a  Re- 
gency^  fuggefted  one  id$;d  of  limiting  or  reftrainiag  tbo  Ro^ 
genty  in  any  degree  wbatfoever.  1  he  fecond  and  thir<i  re^ 
iblutions*  as  originally  propofed^  and  as  lent  up  by  the 
Houfe  or  Commons,  clearly  implied  an. idea  that  the  twp 
Houfesof  Parliament  had  not  only  a  right  to  decide  ele<3ive*^ 
ly,  but  to  legiflate  for  theiplelves,  independent  of  the  Crown, 
the  third  branch  of  the  Legiflature.  An  idea  which,  h«  coo'^ 
fefled,  h:  dreaded,  and  vvhich»  he  truAedy  the  Commk^ec, 
from  a  due  regard  to  the  CoqAitutiojOa  wowld  aever  Qonale- 
nance. 

If  the  docSlrine  that  the  two  Houfes  could,  in  any  infiagce, 
aflume  the  fun£lions  and  prerogative^  of  the  Crown>  were 
admitted,  it  rnuft  be  admitted  that  they  could  do  fo  in  inany^ 
and  it  was  not  in  human  imagination  tQ  divine  to  bow  dan^* 
geraus  an  extent  fo  uiiconftituttonal  a  praiSlice  might  be  car* 
iried.  }ie  reminded  tlieir  Lordihips  ox  the  violence  q£  the 
Houfe  of  Commons  in  16489  wlxich  had  led  theoa  firft  to 
vote,  that  any  refolution  of  their  own,  independent  of  the 
concurrence  of  the  two  other  branches  of  tbe>  Legiflaturei 
Aiould  have  the  force  of  lawy  and  afterwards  t;a  declare  the 
Houle  of  IfOrds  ufelefs,  upon  tlieir  Lordfliips  refufing  to 
concur  with  them  in  their  refolution  to  bring  the  King  to 
trial.  The  Houfe  of  Commons  had  not  been  awajre  that  tbey 
were,  at  the  time,  laying  the  foundatiom  of  their  own  luin. 
Their  proceeding,  to  be  fure,  had  been  rather  blunt;  but 
had  they  lived  in  times  of  modern  refincoient,  how  eafily 
might  they  have  folved  their  diflficulty,  lanClioncd  tJheir  de- 
fign  with  the  colour  of  law,  and  rendered  It  eflS^ual^  by 
only  having  recourfe  to  the  expedient  now  brovight  forward, 
srnd  under  pretence  of  a  fi£i:ion  of  law^  praftifed  that  qpon 
the  great  feal,  which  it  did  not  beoome  him  in  that  Hoafe  to 
mention  in  plain  terms,  and  ifTued  a  coqimilSon  i^  the  'uiae 
of  the  King,  appointing  Commiflioners  to  give  the  Royal  af- 
fent  to  a  bill  drawn  for  the  purpofe  of  beilowing  legtflative 
authority  on  the  proceeding.  How  fatal  might  prove  t^ 
effed  of  fetting  up  fuch  a  pageant  in  lieu  of  thi;  tbirnl  eftate  ! 
That  being  clearly  thecreaturc  of  the  two  HoufisSj  it  could 
not  pofTibly  exert  any  of  thofe  independent  an4  iii^>ortant 
prerogatives,  which  gave  the  Crown  conflitutioaal  p^wer  to 
refift  the  encroaches  of  either  of  the  two  brancbo9  of  tho  l.e-' 
giflature.  Among  other  inftances  of  its  operatH>g  dange- 
rouily  to  the  deftrudion  of  tlie  Royal  prerogative^  it  W4S  not 
the  leaft  worthy  of  attention,  that  die  negative  of  the  Crowfli 
that  great  barrier  fet  up  by  the  Coaftitution,  for  the  fmryofe 

of 


A.I7S8.  DEBATES.  53 

of  ariming  the  Crown  with  a  powerful  means  of  defence  tgatnft 
any  hoftile  attempts  of  the  two  Houfes  of  Parliamenty  was 
coropleedy  done  awajr.  Tbe  Royal  negative,  it  wos  tme^ 
bail  not  been  exercited  by  the  Crown  for  a  confideraUe  length 
of  tioie,  bnt  it  was  not  a  lefs  important  inftance  of  the  Royal 
prerogativOy  and  when  the  Committee  wen  deliberating  wbe<* 
ther  they  Should  agree  with  the  other  Honfe  to  aflume  the 
Jegiflative  capacity  of  the  Crown^  in  fuch  a  manner  as  fup* 
pofed  tbe  diicretionol  power  of  the  Royal  negative  not  to 
czift,  and  by  impiieation  admitted  that  it  could  be  difpetiied 
with,  it  was  the  duty  of  their  Lordihips  to  weigh  well  the 
sbfurdity  and  danger  to  which  the  allowing  fuch  a  iidion  of 
hw  topafs.  would  expofe  tliem.  He  put  the  cafe,  that  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord,  who  now  fo  worthily  held  the  great 
feal,  fhouldchuiey  of  his  own  accord,  to  fix  the  great  leal 
to  a  patent  of  Peerage ;  he  aiked,  how  would  that  Houfe 
receive  a  Peer  lb  created }  Would  they  not  refufe  to  confider 
him  as  one  of  the  Peerage  !  [His  Lordfhip  was  here  whif* 
pered,  that  the  forms  which  a  patent  of  Peerage  muft  uiv 
^rgo»  as  well  as  the  peribn  created  a  Peer,  rendered  his  hy- 
pothefis  impo£&ble.]  He  would  put  another  cafe,  which,  he 
was  fare,  was  cprreA :  Suppofe  that  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  who  held  the  great  feal,  fliould  affix  it  to  a  conuniffion, 
declaring  the  Royal  afient  to  a  bill,  rcfpeAing  which  there 
had  been  much  difference  of  opinion  in  both  Houfes  ;  bow 
were  tbofe  who  had  oppofed  the  bill,  to  contend  againft  it  as 
a  law  }  He  mention^  the  ftatute  of  Charles  the  Second,  a« 
Mpreffly  decbring  that  the  two  Houfes  could  not  legiflate, 
vtthout  the  consent  of  the  Crown,  and  pronouncing,  that 
loy  perfon  who,  by  advifed  fpeaking,  ihould  affirm  the  con* 
trary,  fhould  incwr  the  pains  and  penalties  of  a  {M-emonire. 
f here  occurred  to  his  mind  another  difficulty,  and  be  did 
not  fee  how  it  could  be  gotten  over ;  and  that  was,  the  fub- 
fcription  of  the  Royal  fignature  to  the  commiflion  to  which 
the  great  feal  was  to  be  annexed,  for  the  purpofe  of  opening 
the  Parliament,  and  paffiing  a  bill.  It  had  formerly  been 
))eld,  that  the  King  could  not  give  tbe  Royal  aflfant  to  any 
bill,  but  by  being  prefent  in  perfon  in  that  Houie.  In  the 
reign  of  Henry  the  Eighth,  an  a6k  had  paffed,  empowering 
His  NIajefty  to  give  the  Royal  afient  to  any  bill  or  bills  by  a 
^^ommif^on  iffiied  under  the  great  feal,  and  fandioned  by  tlie 
R^oyal  fignature.  In  the  prefent  ca^fe,  how  would  Hrs  Ma- 
jfflj'v  Mtnifters  be  able  to  give  their  comroiffion  legal  aotho- 
^>tY,  without  the  Royal  fignature  >  If  they  could  do  it  lu, 
^^  inftance,  they  could  do  it  in  more,  and  might  proceed  to 
*  degree  of  enormity  dreadful  to  be  conceived/  He  urged 
t^  increafeof  difficulties  which  mail  accumulate,  if  the  cir- 
<^toQs  mode  jpropoibd  b^  the  iecand  and  third  f«foltitio«ts 
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wa'9  perfifted  in.  The  land  and  malt- tax  bills. would  foon 
be  neceflary  to  be  pafled,  and  he  aiked  whether  Minifters 
meant  to  maintain  their  fi^ion,  by  uiing  it  as  an  authority 
for  levying  money  on  the  fubje£k  ?  He  infifted  upon  it)  that 
however  ably  the  argumeot  might  be  urged  in  defence  of  the 
mode  of  proceeding  recommended  by  the  third  refolution  ; 
and,  however  the  real  nature  of  that  proceeding  might  be 
glofied  over  and  difguifed,  to  all  plain  men  like  himfelf,  un- 
acquainted with  legal  entanglements,  and  fiflionsof  law,  it 
would  appear  to  be  neither  more  nor  lefs  than  a  dir^S^  at- 
tempt in  both  Houfes  to  aiTume  the  exercife  of  the  preroga- 
tives of  the  Crown,  and  legiflate  for  themfelves  in  defiance 
of  an  exprefs  flatute,  to  which  he  had  before  referred.  He 
called  upon  noble  Lords  to  point  out  to  what  difiBculties 
voting  the  addrefs  would  fubje£l  them.  It  would  neither  in- 
validate the  rights  of  the  two  Houfes,  recognize  the  claim 
of  the  Prince  of  Wales,  though  much  might  be  urged  in  fup- 
port  of  it,  nor  prevent  their  proceeding  to  pafs  a  bill  of  li- 
mitations, if  it  fl)ould  be  thought  wife,  to  lay  the  Regent 
under  any  reftri£lions.  With  regard  to  the  latter,  the  ad- 
drefs moved  by  the  noble  Lord  by  no  means  precluded  fuch 
a  bill;  but,  to  attempt  to  pafs  it  at  prefent,  would  be  inde- 
cent and  unfair.  Let  them  fill  the  third  eftate,  declare  a 
Regent,  and  eftablifli  the  Royal  authority,  and  then,  if  it 
fhould  be  thought  neceiTary  to  reftrain  its  powers,  cogabat 
them  in  a'  manly  way,  when  the  Royal  Authority  was  ca- 
pable of  defence,  and  could  a£l  for  irfelf.  He  took  notice, 
that  the  fecond  and  third  refolutions  had  been  argued  on  two 
grounds,  that  of  political  neceflity,  and  that  of  expediency ; 
two  grounds  that  efientially  contradided  each  other,  becaofe 
the  one  was  compulfory,  the  other  optional,  depending 
merely  on  the  opinion  of  thofe  who  aded  upon  it.  He  de- 
nied  that  there  cojuld  exifl  fuch  a  thing  as  political  neceffity, 
declaring  that  a  moral,  clear,  and  intelligible  neceffity  was 
an  intelligible  phrafe,  but  that  political  neceffity  was  not  fo, 
nor  ever  ufed  as  a  fit  ground  for  a  parliamentary  proceeding. 
He  defined  the  diftinAion  between  neceffity  and  expediency, 
and  contended,  that  in  the  one  cafe,  deliberation  might  be 
had,  in  the  other  it  could  not.  He  warned  the  Committee, 
again  and  again,  againft  the  danger  of  countenancing  any 
departure  from  the  limits  prefcribed  by  the  Conftitution  to 
the  two  Houfes  of  Parliament,  and  mentioned  the  circum- 
fiance  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons  having,  in  the  reign  of 
Charles  the  Firft,  vtriflied  to  have  it  allowed,  that  from  that 
time  forward,  the  Officers  of  State  ihould  be  named  and  ap- 
pointed by  the  two  Houfes  of  Parliament,  obferving,  that 
juft  before  the  King  had  ere£led  his  ftandard  at  Nottingham, 
amefifage  was  fent  to  him^  to  obtain  his  confent;  but  King 

Charles 
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Charles  had  thrown  a  die  for  the  whole,  and  would  not  fub- 
mit  to  hold  his  authority  as  Sovereiga,  on  limited  conditions. 
Their  Lordfliips  well  knew  the  dilmal  fcenes  that  followed, 
which  ended  in  the  diflblution  of  the  monarchy  and  thecon- 
Aitntion.  Vifcount  Stormont  repeated  his  recommendation 
to  the  Committee  to  adopt  the  fliort  and  eafy  path  of  voting 
the  amendment,  in  preference  to  the  circuitous  road  chalked 
out  by  the  fecond  and  third  refolutions.  He  reminded  the 
Houfe,  that  all  agreed  in  the  propriety  of  declaring  His 
Royal  Highnefs  tlie  Prince  of  Wales  Regent;  he  afked, 
therefore,  why  ihould  they  differ  about  the  means  of  con* 
itituting  His  Royal  Highnefs  to  that  office,  when  the  readied 
mode  of  doing  it,  with  perfeft  fafety  to  the  Conftitution, 
prefented  itfeJf  to  their  hands.  The  noble  and  learned  Lord 
had  defired  them  to  recoiled!  that  thev  were  not  merely  called 
on  to  fettle  a  temporary  difference  of  opinion,  but  that  they 
were  deciding  for  pofterity.  He  begged  leave  to  join  in  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord's  requeft,  and  to  urge  it  to  their  fe-  • 
rlous  confideration  with  all  the  additional  force  which  his 
poor  abilities  could  give  it.  They  were  cftahlifliing  a  pre- 
cedent, which,  in  times  lefs  enlightened  than  the  prefent, 
might  be  qfed  a5  the  ground  woik  of  proceedings,  the  moft 
fatal  to  the  liberties  of  the  People,  and  the  exiftence  of  the 
Conftitution,  that  could  be  imagined. 

1  he  Duke  of  Richmond ]uA\£ed  the  third  refolution,  and  Duke  of 
the  means  intended  to  be  purfued  under  its  authority,  by  the  Richmond 
neceffity  of  the  cafe ;  and  contended,  that  the  two  Houfes 
would  equally  proceed  to  an  aft  of  legiQation,  whether  they 
voted  the  refolutions,  which  were  a  kind  of  guard  againft  an 
unneceffary  exercife  of  fovereign  authority,  under  a  fiftion 
of  law,  and  fuch  an  exercife  of  it,  as  the  extreme  exigency 
of  the  cafe  made  abfolutely  neceflary,  or  voted  the  addrefs 
pmpofed  by  the  amendment.  He  faid,  he  had  the  higheft 
refpefl  for  His  Royal  Highnefs  the  Prince  of  Wales,  and  had 
not  the  moft  diftant  idea  that,  were  His  Royal'Highnefs 
declared  Regent  inftantly,  and  by  the  means  recommended 
in  the  amendment,  that  His  Royal  Highnefs  would  do  any 
thing  improper;  but,  his  duty  to  His  Majefty,  and  the  duty 
they  all  owed  to  the  Crown,  and  to  themfelyes,  made  it  incum- 
hent  on  them  to  guard  againft  any  pofllble  danger,  and  to  de- 
liver fuch  a  precedent  to  pofterity  as  fhould  at  once  mark 
the  extreme  caution  with  which  they  had  proceeded  in  a  cafe 
of  fuch  infinite  difficulty,  and  fecure  the  fafety  of  the  con- 
ilitution  to  future  ages.  If,  without  any  fuch  limitation  or 
reftriSion,  the  Prince  were  inftantly  declared  Regent,  he 
conceived  that  the  whole  perfonal  property  of  His  Majefty 
''^ould  come  into  the  hands  of  the  Prince  of  Wales,  and  all 
His  Majefty*s  fervants,  from  the  noble  Lords  with  white 

ftaves, 
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ilaveJ,  down  to  the  loweft  page,  mrgbt  be  reffroved.  Nay, 
the  very  phyficians  that  had  the  care  of  His  Majefty*s  health 
might  be  changed;  All  His  Majefty^s  wealth)  Itkewile, 
might  be  feized,  and  perverted  from  the  ufes  to  which  His 
Majefty  might  have  gracioufly  intended  to  apply  it.  The 
Dukeiaid,  that  when  His  Majefiy  fiiould  happily  be  on  bis 
tecovery,  the  knowledge  of  the  alteration  in  the  ftate  of  his 
houfeholdy  and  of  his  perfonal  property,  might  have  the 
Worft  poffible  effedl ;  indeed,  the  reflection  it  might  give  rife 
to,  muft  be  fo  fevere,  that  it  would  be  enougli  to  drive  men  of 
found  minds  out  of  their  fenfes.  He  declared  that  he  meant 
hot  to  infinuate  that  His  Majefty's  perfon  would  not  be  fafe 
in  the  power  of  the  Prince  of  W afes.  He  was  fure  that  it 
would.  The  ftrong  marks  of  filial  affedlion  apd  tenderneft 
which  His  Royal  Highnefs  had  manifefted,  daring  His  Ma- 
jefty's  melancholy  illnefs,  were  the  moft  flattering  proofs, 
that  every  token  of  kindnefs  and  care  would  be  exerted  by 
the  PrinCv ;  but,  he  was  reafoning  on  the  poflibility  of  the 
cafe,  and  it  was  the  duty  of  their  Lord/hips  to  guard  againft 
that  abufe  of  power,  to  which,  from  the  infirmity  of  human 
nature,  every  man  was  liable. 
Lord  Lord  Haufhjhnry  wont  over  the  ground  of  precedents,  and 

Hawkef-  contended,  that  the  precedent  of  the  early  part  of  the  irign 
bury,  of  Henry  VI.  was  diredlly  in  point  with  the  prefent  fituatiort 
of  affairs,  and  that  the  fidion  of  law  was  a  neceflary  endea- 
vour to  preferve  the  forms  of  the  Conflitution.  He  flateJ 
the  cafe  in  France,  when  the  Duke  of  Orleans  had  been  Re* 
gent,  and  the  young  King  Louis  XIV.  not  above  foar  years 
old,  was  carried  by  his  gouvernante,  and  placed  upon  the 
throne  in  a  ///  dejujitce,  and  a  fimilar  fiction  pra(^ifed  by  the 
Duke  Regent.  In  anfwer  to  Lord  Stormont's  declaration, 
that  as  the  great  feal  was  admitted  to  be  undeniable  evidence 
in  a  court  of  law,  if  the  Lord  Chancellor  could  put  it  to  a 
commiflion  in  the  cafe  propofed,  he  might  do  fo  to  any  com* 
miflion  that  he  thought  proper,  without  incurring  a  danger  of 
puniftiment.  Lord  Hawkefbury  faid,  that  if  a  Keeper  oftbtf 
Great  Seal  (hould  venture  the  rifque  of  putting  the  great  feal 
to  any  commiffion,  without  the  authority  and  fandion  of  the 
two  Houfes  of  Parliament,  though  ft  was  true  he  could  not 
be  tried  in  a  court  of  law,  he  might  be  tried  before  the  High 
Court  of  Parliament,  where  an  impeachment  would  reach 
him,  and  bring  him  to  his  merited  pUni(l]m.ent. 
Lord         Lord  Portchefter  charged  the  three  refolutions  with  groft 

Portchef.  iticonfiflency.     The  firft  declared  His  Majefly  incapable  of 

ter.      exercifing  the  Royal  authority,  and  the  third  fuppofed  him 

capable  fjf  giving  the  Royal  affent  to  a  bill.     He  called  upon 

the  noble  Lord  who  fpoke  laft,  to  fliew  him  a  precedent  of 

a  Prince  of  Wales,  of  full  age  and  capacity  to  govern,  who 

had 
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had  not  been  appointed  Regent' during  tbe  incapacify  of  hit 
father  ;  as  the  noble  Lord  bad  himfelf  furnifiied  moft  of  tha 
precedents  contained  in  the  Report  on  the  table*    Lord  Port* 
cbefter  iaid,  he  muft  be  apprized  of  it,  if  any  fuch  precedent 
ai  he  referred  to  exifted ;  but  the  noble  Lord  well  knew  there 
was  no  fnch  precedent  to  be  found.     He  reprdbated  the  ex- 
pedient authorized  by  the  third  refolution,  and  faidi  that  fo 
far  from  being  what  the  noble  Lords  had  defcribedit,  calcu- 
lated by  means  of  a  forgery  of  the  great  feal  to  preferve  the  : 
formx)f  the  ConAitution,  and  keep  the  Royal  anthority                          , 
whole  and  entire,  it  tended  immediately  to  diflbWe  the  very                          | 
fabric  of  the  conftitution,  to  pat  an  end  to  the  three  eflates^                          I 
and  divide  the  Royal  authority  into  four  parts ;  to  give  one                           \ 
to  the  Hoiife  of  Q>inmons,  another  to  the  Houfe  of  Lords^                          j 
and  a  third  to  a  Cominii&oner  or  ComoiiiGonerSj  to  enable 
them  altogether  to  deliver  the  remaining  part  to  a  Regent.                          I 
He  denied  the  dbdlrine  of  a  learned  and  noble  Lord»  who                          i 
had  maintained  that  the  infiiney  and  incapacity  of  a  King 
were  (imilar  cafes,  and  maintained  that  there  was  an  efibn* 
till  difference  between  an  Heir  Apparent  and  an  Heir  Pre'»  , 
fumptive ;  fince,  in  the  cafe  of  the  former^  the  lineal  fuc- 
ceffion  went  on ;  in  the  other  collateral  defcent  only.    The 
firft  was  more  favoured  by  the  law  than  the  latter.     He  de* 
pKcated  a  difl^nce  of  opinion  with  the  other  Houfe  of 
Parliament,  and  faid,  in  the  very  centenary  of  the  Revo- 
lution, when  the  People  were  preparing  to  ered  a  pillar  in           « 
honour  of  that  memorable  event,  their  Lordibips  were  called 
to  pull  up  by  the  roots  the  Conftitution,  which  had  been  fo 
gloriouily  eftabliflied  in  i688*     He  declared  he  felt  abaflied, 
as  a  Peer  of  Parliament,  and  a  Member  of  that  Houfe,  on 
finding  that  the  Houiis  of  Commons  ihould  have  taken  upon 
themielves  to  declare  what  was  his  right  and  his  duty. 

The  Earl  of  Carlifle  lamented  the  melancholy  caufe  of  their  Hart  of 
difcuffion ;  he  declared  he  did  not  coniider  a  refolution  of  C«rlill«f 
the  Houfe  of  Commons  as  binding  upon  their  Lord(hipS| 
nor  could  he  fee  how  it  followei),  that  becaufe  the  other 
Houfe  of  Parliament  bad  thought  proper  to  voce  the  fecqnd' 
and  third  refolutions,  their  Lordfliips  ought  to  vote  the  fanne. 
The  Earl  denied  the  analogy  between  the  precedents  relied 
on,  and  the  prefent  cafe,  and  faid  the  proceedings  referred 
to  by  the  noble  and  learned  Earl,  had  all  of  them  occurred 
during  the  fitting  of  leffal  Parliaments,  when  the  Legiflature 
had  been  complete.  He  warned  their  Lordfbipi  to  beware^ 
left  by  deviaing  from  the  ftraight  path  of  the  Conftitution^ 
Ireland  fhould  be  inclined  to  do  the  fame. 

The  Marquis  of  Z.aii/Vcf4<irdeclar^,  that  fhequeftibn  com-  Marq.  of 
piehended  and  involved  in  the  difcuffion  and  deciilon  of  that  Lanfdowft 
dav,    points  of  the  gr<mteR>  magnitude  and   ioiportance; 

Vol.  XXVI.  H  points 


58  PARLIAMENTARY  A,  1.788. 

points  meriting  the  mod  ferious  and  folemn  difcuffion  of  any 
that  had  ever  engaged  the  attention  of  a  Houfe  of  Parlia- 
ment*    He  owned,  that  it  gave  him  very  particular  concern 
that  Miniflers  had  fent  up  the  third  refolution  from  the 
Houfe  of  Commons,  at  the  fame  time  that  they  had  feat  up 
the  fecondi  and  that  they  had  coupled  it  with  it ;  not  that 
he  did  not  fully  approve  of. the  third  refolution,   hut  merely 
becaufe  the  circumAance  of  its  having  accompanied  th^  ie- 
cond  refolution  had  afibrded  the  ingenuity  of  thofe  who 
Wiflied  to  prevent  the  feco4id  refolution  from  receiving  the 
fan£lion  of  that  Houfe,  an  opportunity  of  drawing  argu- 
ments out  of  the  third  refolution,  and  applying  them  in  ob- 
je£lion  to  the  fecond*     Minifters,  lie  faw,  had  made  the  pre- 
cedent of  the  early  part  of  the  reign   of  Henry  the  ^ixib, 
the  precedent  for  their  proceeding.     He  thought  they  were 
r*\ght  in  (o  doing,   and  he  wiflied  to  Heaven  they  had  gone 
farther,  qnd  followed  up  the  precedent  in  all  its  forms.    Had 
fttch  a  nieafure  been  adopted,  a  meafure  which  he  ihould  have 
confidered  as  perfe6lly  proper,    and  perfeftly  juftifiable,  a 
great  d,eal   of  the  argument  .which  their  Lordfliipshad  that 
day  heard,  would  have  been   cut  up  by  the  roots,  and  it 
would  have  been  impoflible  for  it  to  have  been  advanced.     In 
contradi<5lion  to  the  dodrines  which  had  been  aflerted,  con- 
cerning the  two  Houfes  of  *Paiiiament,  that  tliey  were  then 
in  a  Convention,  fingle  and  unconnedled  with  any  fet  of 
sncn  as  be  flood,  he  had  no  hefitation  In  declaring,  that  the 
prefent  was  to  all  intents  and  purpofes  a  Parliament^  a  Par- 
Ivament  regalarly  aiiemhled.  The  King  had  ailembled  them ; 
the  King  had  tlie  undoubted  authority  thus  to  aflemble  tiiem; 
becaufe  the  King  was  living.     H^  pretended  not  to  any  great 
luiow  ledge  of  law,  but  he  knew  enough  of  it  to  be  perfedly 
aflfured   that,  according   to  the  law   and  the  conftitution, 
the  throne  was  never  vacant,  and  that  the  King,  in  no  age, 
rn  no  condition,  either  as  a  minor,  or  otWwiie,  was  ever 
conGdercd  as  unequal,  and  incompetent  to  the  exerctfeof  the 
Royal  fun<^ions.  That  the  King  is  never  incompetent,  never 
a  minor,  cannot  think  or  a£l  wrong,  is  a  fundamental  prin* 
ciple  of  the  common  law  of  England,  univerHiily  acknow- 
kdged.     The  fame  principle  prevails  in  regard   to  minora 
•  who  prefent  to  livings  at  a  year  old,  and  other  matters.    It 
is  not  to  be  prefamed,  that  diefe  are  principles  without  a 
meaning.   .  Our  old  principks  of  law  are   not  only  never 
found   without  a  meaning,  but,  whetiever  called   for,  are 
found  moil  commonly  to  have  been  fuggefted  by  the'  deepell 
wifdom  ;  calculated  not  only  to  remedy  paft  evils,  when 
^  they  recur,  but  to  meet  future  exigencies,  whatever  fuper- 
ficial  people  may  think,  who  never  forefee  or  a'inprehtnd 
difficulties,  till  they  happen*     Tliere  cannot  be  a  Wronger 

iUuftraiion 
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illuftratioo  than  the  prefent  time  furoifties.  He  wiflied, 
therefore,  that  His  Majefty's  Minifters  had  come  down  at 
once  with  fuch  a  commi(!ion  as  the  third  propofition  pointed 
oat,  and  that  inftead  of  having  to  difcufs  the  propriety  of  . 
putting  the  great  feal  to  fuch  a  commiflion,  they  would  have 
had  it,  in  the  firft  inftance,  to  have  adt:  d  upon  fuch  a  com- 
miffion.  It  would  have  coincided  much  with  his  opinion  in 
oppofition  to  a  pradlice  which  had  of  late  years  obtained, 
andefpecially  during  the  American  war:  thepraftice  of  com- 
ing to  Parliament,  in  the  firft  inftance,  and  receiving  its 
fanclion  beforehand  for  the  meafures  of  executive  Govern- 
ment, thus  confounding  the  legiflative  with  the  executiv^^ 
taking  away  the  refpohfibility  from  Minifters  for  their  mea- 
fures, and  weakening  the  powers  of  inquiry  and  cenfure, 
which  the  Conftitution  had  wifely  lodged  in  Parliament.  It 
was  a  praftice  which  ought  to  be  refifted ;  becaufe,  if  it  were 
fufFered  to  prevail,  it  would  confound  the  principle«of  the 
conftitution,  and  take  away  one  of  its  wifeft  and  moft  bd^ 
ncficial  provifions.  Noble  Lords  had  obferved,  that  fome 
rifque  would  have  been  run,  if  the  officer  holding  the  great 
feal  had,  of  his  own  authority,  affixed  it  to  a  commiffion  to 
hold  the  Parliament  in  the  King's  name.  Some  rifque  un- 
doubtedly would  have  been  run,  but  great  officers  were 
created  tor  the  execution  of  great  and  important  afls,  and 
if  they  would  run  no  rifque  and  no  hazard,  they  had  no  bu- 
fmefs  in  great  fituations.  He  could  not,  however,  fee  that 
any  great  rifque  would  have  been  run  by  any  man  holding 
the  great  feal,  who,  in  the  prefent  critical  fituation  of  aftairs, 
ftiould  have  aftembled  the  Parliament,  and  brought  together 
the  conec>ive  wifdom  of  the  nation,  efpecially  when  it  was 
confidered  what  fort  of  a  Parliament  the  prefent  was — not  a 
Parliament  packed  for  the  occafion,  but  «  free  Parliament, 
a  Parliament  which  had  been  approved  by  the  country,  and 
had  been  long  in  exiftence  previous  to  the  unfortunate  cala- 
mity, which  every  man  lamented,  but  no  man  felt  more  fin- 
cerely,  more  ferioufly,  or  more  at  heart,  than  he  did.  The 
fmglecircumftance  of  having  called  the  Parliament  together 
in  the  way  which  he  had  mentioned,  would  h4ve  cut  up 
much  unneceflary  debate;  and,  fure  he  was,  that  the  two 
Hoofes  were  fully  equal  to  the  acquitting  of  any  Miniftcr, 
who  had,  in  fuch  an  emergency,  put  the  great  feal  to  a 
commiffion,  conftituting  them  a  Parliament.  He  fpoke  of 
the  precedents  which  had  been  adduced,  and  were  contained 
in  the  Report  upon  the  table,  in  terms  of  refpedl,   declaring  « 

that,  in  his  opinion,  it  was  impoffible  to  have  colledled  a 
line  of  precedents  more  applicable  to  the  circumftances  in 
^hich  they  at  prefent  ftood.  In  the  courfe  of  the  difcuffion^ 
|t  had,  he  obferved,  been  aflerted,   that  no   precedent  bore 

H%  precifely 
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pjrecifely  on  tbe  cafe  in  point,  which  could  bt  adduced,  in 
which  a  Prince  of  WaieSf  of  full  age,  was  not  appoioted 
Regent.  Let  thofe  who  confidently  refted  on  that  aflertion, 
be  To  good  as  to  tell  him,  when,  in  a  fituation  like  the  pre- 
^Tenty  there  had  ever  exifted  a  Prince  of  Wales  of  full  age } 
They  all  knew  that  no  fuch  cafe  had  ever  occurred*  Moch 
liad  been  faid  of  right,  and  it  had,  on  the  one  hand,  been 
Arenuoufly  contended  that  the  Prince  of  Wales  had  an  in- 
)ierent  right  to  the  Regency,  on  the  other,  that  there  was  no 
Tight  Hut  in  the  two  Houfes  of  Parliament.  The  Marquis, 
(expatiating  upon  thi«  ground,  and  adding,  that  as  he  felt  it 
utceSa^y  to  elucidate,  as  much  as  poliibie,  the  points  in 
queftion,  l>e  ihould  beg  leave  repeatedly  to  urge  his  argu- 
ments, laid,  it  is  of  the  utmoft  confequence  to  every  coun- 
try, that  it  fhould,  in  no  event,  be  left  without  a  Govern- 
ment, pradically,  as  well  as  legally,  competent  to  every  ex- 
igence. It  needs  no  argument  to  prove,  that  Parliaunent  is 
the  natural  government  of  this  country.  Nothing  is  want- 
ing to  make  it  as  ftrif^ly  legal,  as  it  is  praflicaliy  ik>,  except 
a  commiflion  (torn  the  Crown.  What  is  there  to  prevent 
the  oAcecs  of  the  Crown  ifTuing  fuch  a  oommiffion  under  the 
prefent  circumftances )  Nothing  can  be  alledged  ^gainft  tbe 
authority  of  fuch  a  commiffion,  the  fidion  of  it,  or  any  other 
hard  words,  which  may  be  applied  with  equal  juftice  againft 
the  principle  :^bove  mentioned,  which  (eems  calculated  ex- 
pre01y  to  meet  the  occalion* 

There  is  a  precedent  in  Henry  the  Sixth's  reign,  when  a 
commiffiop  was  iflued  under  the  tnfiint  King's  authority,  at 
well  as  many  other  a£ls  done^  when  the  King  was  certainly 
;is  incap^le  of  bufmefs  as  his  prefent  Majefly  unfortunately 
now  is.  Wh4t  is  there  fo  obvious,  as  to  follow  the  fame 
precedent;  especially  if  it  be  confined  to  the  purpofes  now 
required  }  Siippofing  thofe  times  bad,  and  the  King's  autlio- 
rity  to  have  been  then  committed  to  ferve  fa£kioos  and  bad 
purpofes,  it  can  never  render  it  inexpedient  to  commit  it, 
when  limited  to anfwer  thebeft  purpofe  imaginable;  namely, 
that  of  aflen^bling  the  nation,  and  l^^Iiaing  the  ads  of  a 
free  Parliament,  chofen  when  nothing  of  this  fort  was  in 
contemplation,  and  whofe  condu<Sb  has  been  (ingularly  ap- 
proved by  the  public.  No  m;in  can  fay  that  fpch  a  prece- 
dent can  ever  dp  mifchief,  or  ferioufly  affirm,  that  there  is 
the  le;ift  poilibility  of  its  being  impeached  hereafter.  For, 
In  fa£&,  to  what  doeait  reduce  this  mighty  difficulty,  Aating 
%he  argument  of  the  oppofite  fide  in  its  fuJ^eft  force  ?  Since 
the  aUembljng  a  Parliament,  or  pafling  an  aQ  to  appoint  a 
iBLegent,  with  or  without  limitations,  or  fipprpvinga  Speaker, 
pr  any  othier  form  necefihry  to  com^^te  the  Legiflature^ 
fatino^  lie  d(«mg4  oioif  ths|n  ope  me;^fure  coming  und^r  the 
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fame  prinCiple^/it  amounts  otily  to  fhiS)  that  thd  CrowA, 

in  its  legiflative,  not  in  its  executive^  capacicyi  is  in  this 
fmgle  ialtance  bereft  6f  its  power  of  fr^  will,  riot  agatnft  its 
conieUt,  the  power  of  diflienting  having  never  been  thought 
£t  to  be  once  exercifed  by  the  ^mily  now  upon  the  throne ; 
and  every  poffible  exercife  of  this  power  having  been  pro- 
nounced un€onftitutional>  even  in  idea,  by  the  principflil 
perfons  now  in  Oppofition^  when  Lord  Lanfdown,  tlien  Lord 
Shelburne,  aflerted  fome  years  fince,  that  in  cafe  of  a  perfed: 
reform  of  Parliament,  every  component  part  of  the  confti- 
tution  (hould  be  equally  free.  On  the  contrary^  the  confent 
ofthe  Crown  is  here  prefumed,  under  the  direAion  of  the 
two'Houfcs,  a£^ing  under  a  known  and  fundamental  principle 
of  law;  for,  however  different  the  prefent  proceeding  may 
be  in  appearance,  it  muft  ftand  upon  the  fame  principle  with 
that  of  Henry  VL  iince  it  makes  no  difference  whether  the 
great  feal  is  put,  and  the  King^s  authority  ufed  by  the  advice 
of  a  great  or  a  little  council.  Thofe  who  do  the  aSt  muft 
ftand  the  rifque,  which  turns  upon  the  juftice  of  the  afl,  and 
the  nature  of  the  exigence.  If  it  fhould  hereafter  be  found 
unjuft  or  unneceffary,  the  advice  of  the  Parliament,  not-^ 
withilanding  the  precedent  of  the  American  war,  ought  only 
to  aggravate  the  crime,  and  flioiild  not  be  fuffered  to  be 
pleaded,  any  more  than  certain  pardons  in  the  laft  century* 
But,  it  can  never  be  faid,  that  where  a  meafure  is  juft,  ne- 
ceflary,  and  well  intended,  the  advice  of  the  two  Houfes 
can  render  it  lefs  authentic ;  but,  on  the  contrary,  it  muft 
3i'd  c6<i(iderably  to  the  public  confidence. 

Th^  only  advantage,  therefore,  which  would  attend  the 
comroillion  having  been  ifflied  at  the  rifque  of  the  officers  of 
the  Crown,  would  have  been,  to  have  cut  up  a  great  deal  of 
debate,  which  has  ferved  to  confound  the  moJe  with  the  ntat- 
tiTj  and  to  diftraf^  themind&of  men  with  a  great  deal  of  fo* 
phiftry  about  Parliament^  by  no  means  applicable. 

But,  putting  the  K- gal  ground  out  of  the  queftion,  the  con* 
ftitution  fumiJhes  equally  unqueftionable  ground  to  go  upon^ 
before  it  is  necefl*ary  to  have  recourfeto  imaginary  law. 

The  principles  declared  at  the  Revolution,  and  aflerted 
wd  infiffed  upon  by  Judge  Fofter,  and  every  good  writer 
fince,  make  the  Crown  itfelf  not  to  be  defcendable  property, 
like  a  pigllye  or  a  layflall,  but  a  defcendahle  truft  for  mil- 
lions and  ages  yet  unborn;  and  contend  that,  on  this  account^ 
the  hereditary  fucceffion  cannot  be  confidered  as  a  right,  but 
'inere  political  expedient,  alterable  by  the  two  Houfes  | 
^^Wh,  in  cafes  of  exigence,  have  always  been  confidered  an4 
always  tfrnied  the  Legiflature,  to  prevent  what  Judge  Fofter 
^(es  as  the  gre^teft  pf  s^l}  {K>fl|ble  ^vils,  ^  difputed  fucdeft 
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film  ;  all  which  reafoning  obvioufly  appliies^ith  double  force 
to  the  cafe  of  a  Regent.  , 

III  h&y  the  People  have  rights,  but  Kings  and  Princes 
have  none.  The  People  (land  in  need  of  i>either  chartei  s 
nor  precrdents  to  prove  theirs,  or  profeffional  men  to  inter- 
pret either.  They  are  born  with  every  man  in  every  coun- 
try,  and  extft  in  all  countries  alike,  the  defpotic  as  well  as 
free,  though  they  may  not  be  equally  cafy  to  be  recovered 
in  all*  Kings  have  at  times  different  interefts,  and  great  ca- 
lamities have  followed  their  differences;  bur,  the  People  can 
KaVc  but  one  intereft  throughout  the  world,  which  makes  it 
of  the  utmoft  confequence  to  one  People  to  know  what  an- 
other think  and  feel,  and  fo  far  from  leficning  the  weight 
of  any  Government,  it  mud  have  the  contrary  tendency; 
inafmiich  as  there  can  be  no  comparifon  between  the  force 
and  eSe£i  of  a  Government  known  to  be  approved  by  the  uria- 
nimaus,  entire,  and  genuine  voice  of  the  People,  through 
their  reprefentatives,  and  one  founded  on  a  ftale  principle  of 
rights  which  can  be  maintained  neither  by  precetleiu,  lawyer 
reafcMT,  or  upon  a  Government  half  one  and  half  the  bther. 
Let  their  Lordfhips,  therefore,  confider  the  danger  of  the 
do€^rine,  that  there  exifted  in  the  Prince  of  Wales  a  right 
to  exercife  the  Royal  authority  during  His  Majefty's  incapa- 
city, and  that  the  two  Houfes  had  no  right  to  interfere,  or 
to  appoint  whom  they  confidered  as  the  moft  proper  perfoii 
to  be  the  Regent.  A  variety  of  cafes  might  be  put,  in  which 
it  might  ap(iear  that  the  Heir  /^ppare»it  might  bean  improper 
pcffon  to  beentruiled  with  the  Regency.  Suppofe,  fi»r  in- 
ftance,  tlie  prefent  PrincQ  of  Wales,  inftead  of  redding  at 
Windfor,  and  fetting  an  example  of  affe;^iion  and  tender  re- 
gard for  th|B  Sovereign  ;  in  (lead  of  doing  the  honours  of  the 
cowntry  to  foreigners,  and  raifing  the  national  chara£ler  for 
p»oliihed  mannei's,  as  report  faid  he  had  done,  throughout 
Europe,  had  been  caballing  away  his  time  in  the  Capital, 
ir^tngiilng  with  the  army  and  navy,  ci/ltivating  hrs  intereft 
with  fotcign  Powers,  endeavouring  to  rouze  the  countri  s 
cippentlant  on  Great  Britain,  tryinf^  to  render  them  fuhfer- 
vicnt  to  h'.s  interefts,  and  raifing  money  to  carry  on  his  aii- 
bitious  projedVs,  and  endeavouiing  by  undue  means  Yike 
fhefe,  tcr  enforce  his  claim,  and  maintain  liis  right.  Would 
not  every  man  in  the  kingdom  wifh  that  if  fuch  had  been 
the  condu6l  of  the  Prince  of  Wales,-  that  there  was  a  power 
m  tlic  two  Houfes  of  Parliament  to  ftep  in,  prevent  fuch  a 
cliaraifter  from  being  Regent,  and  appoint  another.  This 
proved  inconteftably  the  propriety,  h^might  fay,  the  necet- 
firv<»  of  deciding  the  right  exifting  »n  the  two  Houfes  of 
Parliamerit,  arwl   thpfe  who  alle^ged  tHe  danger  of  touching 

m>on 
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upon  the  right,  had  themfelves  made  it  to  be  abfolutely  ne- 
celTary,  becaufe  they  ail  uniformly  aflerteJ,  that  there  did 
exift  a  right  ii^ie  Prince  of  Wales,  and  yet  every  one  o£ 
them  had  bee.p  <ifraid  to  argue  it.  At  the  fame  time,  be  did 
not  mean  to  fay,  tliat  the  Jr^rince  of  Wales  ought  not  to  be 
the  perfon  named  as  the  Regent ;  far  from  it ;  it  was  fo  much 
the  general  ienfe  of  the  whole  nation  that  the  Prince  ihould, 
tbat  if  any  Member  of  either  Houfe  was  to  maintam  tliat 
he  ought  not,  they  well  knew,  the  man  who  fliould  appear  » 
to  have  been  rafh  en;)ugh  to  have  ma.ie  fuch  a  declaration, 
when  he  weut  iiito  the  llreets,  would  be  torn  into  twenty 
pieces. 

With    regard   »o    the    intended   limitations,    whatever 
they  Ihould  be,  that   made  the  decifion  of  the  queftion  of 
light  abfolutely  neceflary  ;  becaufe  it  would,  if  avoided  tlien, 
recur  with  double  force,  wheu  the  queltioji  of  limitations 
came  to  be  agitated.     Belides,  fnp)ioling  tliat  it  fhould  hap- 
pen, when  the  queftion  of  limitatiojisr  was  debated,  that  ic  » 
ihould  be  the  general  opinion  that  tlie  Prince  of  Wales  ought 
to  be  fole  Regent,  Without  nny  reltridlion  whatfoever;  in 
that  cafe,  it  furely  would  be  moft  defirahlc  to  have  tlie quef- 
tion of  right  decided  firft.     Where,  he  Ihould  like  to  know^ 
wa»  the  danger  to  arife  from,  'which  made  either  the  difcullioa 
or  the  decifion  of  that  queftion  raifchievous  ?  Could  any  noble 
Lord,  who  profefled  fo  much  fear,  left  the  difcuftion  fhou Id- 
take  place  in  the  Houfe,  ftate  a  iingle  fymptom  of  the  dan- 
ger, or  of  the  difapprobatlon  of  l lie   People,  ftiewn  in.  any* 
part  of  the  country,  on  account  of  the  very  ample  difcuilion 
which  the  queftion  of  right  had  undergoiie  in  the  Houfe  of' 
Commons  ?  Was  the  dilapprobation  of  the  People  occafioned 
by  the  decifion  in  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  to  be  found  in 
the  city  of  London  ?    Was  it  to  he  found  among  the  mer- 
chants of  the  city,  who  had  advertifed  a  meeting  r    Was  it 
to  be  found  in  any  city  or  great  town  throughout  the  coun- 
try ?  A  noble  Earl  had  talked  of  Treland ;  had  he  found  it  in 
Ireland,  or  did  he  really  think  it  would   be  found  there? 
Had  another  noble  Lord  found  it  in  Scotland  r    Where  then 
could  be  the  danger  of  difcuffing  it   in  that  Heufe  ?    There* 
could  be  none.     He  ftiould  repeat    his  wiflies  that  it  might 
he  not  only  difcufled  but  deciJed,  th«it  the  eyes  of  all  man- 
kind might  be  opened  to  the  imix>rtant  fa6l  which  muft  re- 
ftilt  from  the  diicu^ion  and  decifion,  that  the  People  had  moft 
^flential  rights  of  their  own,  but  that  Kings  and    Princes 
had  no  rights  whatever.     He  wiftied  it  might  be  decided  for 
tlie  benefit  of  foreign  countries,  that  thofe  who  fufFeredop-* 
prefEon  underGovernraents  the  moft  defpotic,  might  be  taCight 
tlieir  rights  as  luen,  and  learn,  that  although  their  riglits  were 

not 
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nat  like  the  rights  of  Engh'fiimenf  fecured  hj  precedents 
and  charters,  yet  that  their  rights  mud  be  ackiiowMged, 
as  foon  as  ever  they  chofe  to  affifrt  them.      if 

Since  he  had  fat  in  Parliament^  the  Manjuis  decbred, 
he  had  never  given  a  vote  more  fincerely,  with  more  heart- 
felt conviflion,  nor  more  confctentiouflyy  th^n%he  Aionld 
give  his  vote  that  night,  in  favour  of  the  three  refblu- 
tions,  by  which  he  hoped  for  ever  to  fet  at  reft  the  claini 
of  a  right  to  a  Regency  in  any  man,  be  that  man  whcxD  he 
might. 

He  next  dcclaced,  that  he  could  not  fupprefs  his  alio- 
nifhment  at  hearing  noble  Lords  talk  of  thedifcuflion  and ' 
decifioo  of  that  qiiefiion  tending  to  weaken  the  Regent's 
Government ;  the  very  reverfe  muft  be  its  efie& ;  what 
could  ftrengthen  a  Government  more,  than  previoufly  to 
its  taking  place,  to  have  it  declared,  on  the  full  authority 
of  both  Houfes  of  Parliament,  that  the  right  of  nominating 
a  Regent  refled  in  the  People,  and  that  the  Prince  of 
Wales  was  chofen  Regent,  not  from  any  claim  of  rigtit 
on  his  part  to  that  diftindVion  and  that  high  office,  but 
with  the  unanimous  voice  of  a  nation  of  freemen  !  Seen  in 
thi^  its  true  light,  it  was  equally  the  intereft  of  the  So- 
vereign, and  of  the  Prince  of  Wales,- that  the  decifion  of 
the  queftion  of  right  ihould  be  firft  made  in  behalf  of  the 
People,  and  the  Prince's  right  fiand  folely  on  the  favour 
and  fondnefs  of  the  People,  who  chofe  him  to  rule  over 
them. 

No  Government,  faid  the  Marquis,  'could  he  fo  ftrong, 
no  accfiffion  to  power  fo  glorious,  as  that  which  originate 
fDom  fuch  a  principle!  Far  beyond  any  :ldvantage  tbat 
could  be  drawn  from  a  dark  claim,  unadmitted  and  unac- 
knowledged, the  Prince  would  have  the  henefit  and  the 
happinefs  oflieing  appointed  the  head  of  a  free  People,  by 
their  own  unanimous  confent,  and,  thence,  he  might  reft 
aflured,  that  they  would  fupport  him  in  his  (ituation  with 
their  lives  and  fortunes,  againft  any  pofiible  attack. 

The  Marquis  ohferved,  that  it  gave  him  pleafure  to  per- 
ceive that  no})le  Lords*  opinions  had  a  little  come  round, 
and  that  the  idea  of  the  conftitutional  importance  of  the 
Rt>yal  negative  delivered  there,  when  bills  were  prefented 
for  the  a£knt  of  the  Crown,  was  not  fo  unpopular  as  it  had 
been,  when  he  had  endeavoured  to  maintain  it  fome  time 
fince  in  that  Houfe.  He  faid,  that  he  had  enquired  of  fo- 
zsigners,  what  the  EleAorate  of  Hanover  did  on  the  pre« 
lent  occafion,  and  he  received  for  anfwer^  that  neither  in 
Hano.ver,  nor  throughout  all  Germany^  had  any  inftaace  of 
the  kind  occ\irred. 

Lord 
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Lord  Lougbhorougb  maintained  the  db(5lrine  of  the  Prince  '  'Lord 
of  Wales's  having  a  right  fuperior,  beyond  all  comparifon,  Loughbo* 
to  the  ciatm  rf  any  other  roan  to  the  Regency,  and  that  rough, 
coiifequently  the  affertion,  "  (hat  tlie  Prince  of  Wales  had 
no  more-right  to  the  Regency  than  any  other  individual 
fubjedl,"  was  monArous  anl^  abfurd  beyond  all  fuiFerance^ 
It  gave  liim  pleafure  to  perceive  what  had  pafled  in  that 
Houfe,  and*el(e where,  refpefling  opinions  delivered  by  him 
on  a  former  day ;  it  could  ncJ  be  fuppofed  that  he  could 
fuffer  the  opportunity  to  efcape  without  taking  fome  notice  * 
of  what  he  iiad  alluded  to.  The  noble  Marquis  who  fpoke 
laft,  had  delivered  many  fentiraents  in  which  he  perfcdlly 
concurred,  but,  as  was  frequently  the  ca'e  in  debate,  where 
different  men  agreed  upon  the  fame  premifes,  and  yet 
drew  very  oppofite  concluflons  from  each  other,  fo  he 
differed  in  the  applica'tion  of  the  inferences  which  were 
drawn  from  the  premifes,  as  edablifhed  by  the  noble  Mar- 
quis, Hb  would  ftate  at  what  point  it  was,  that  the  opi- 
nions of  the  noble  Marquis  and  his  own  diverged  from 
each  other.  He* declared,  that  he  grounded  his  dofirine 
refpe£king  the  right  of  hereditary  fuccefSon  to  the  throne, 
and,'  by  analogy,  the  right  of  hereditary  fucceiBon  to  the 
exercife  of  executive  power,  on  Mr.  Juftice  Fofter's  trea- 
'  tife  on  the  principles  of  the  Conditution;  and  he  was 
■r^ady  to  admit,  that  a  right  to  hereditary  fuccelEoirto  the 
throve,  was  not  an  original  veiled  right  which  Belonged, 
in  the  firft  inftance,^to  one  pf  a  family,  and  was  defcendi« 
ble  to  the  heirs,  in  ^ike  manner,  as  defcendible  property  of 
an  ordinary,  defcription,  hut  that  it  was  made  hereditary 
for  the  general  benefit  of  the  community,  and  to  guard 
againft  the  danger  and  mifchief  .refulting  from  the  preten-^ 
fions  of  a  variety  of  claimants  on  the  one  hand,  and  the 
known  and  afcertain&d  fatal  confequences  of  an  eledlive 
Crown  ort  the  other.  W^ith  regard  to  the  negative  of  the 
Crown  in  cafe  of  bills  prefented  for  the  Royal  aflent,  he 
agreed,  alfo,  with  the  noble  Marquis,  that  the  right  of 
giving  a  negative  in  that  cafe  was  an  eflential  prerogative, 
which  might  be  exercifed  as  an  infurmounlable  barrier  be* 
tween  the  Crown  on  the  one  part,  and  the  two  Hcufes  of 
Parliament  on  tlie  other ;  but  then  he  mufl  contend,  that  « 

there  could  exifl  bu'  one  poflible  cafe,  in  which  it  might  be 
maintained  that  a  Prince  of  the  Houfe  of  Brunfwick  could 
be  induced  to  exercife  it,  and  that  was,  where  the  two 
Houfe  s  of  Parliament  fliould  have  meditated  and  carried 
into  all  the  efie<fl  which  they  could  of  themfelves  give  it, 
an  attack  on  the  rights  of  the  Crown  fo  repugnant  to  the 
Tenfe  and  feelings  of  the  Keople  at  large,  that  the  King's 
pronouncing  his  negative  on  fuch  a  bill,  when  tendered  for 
Vol.  XXVI.  /  th« 
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the  Royal  aflerir,  flipuld  be  confidered  a«^  i  popular  exer- 
tion of  his  prerogative.  The  refolutiqn  of  right  was  de- 
signedly drawn,  to  covcflf  a  concealed  pur^ofe,  different 
from  that  which  the 'words  of  it  profefled  to  import.  It 
was  neither  more,  «d I  lefs  than  a  detlarttion'on  the  part  of 
the  two  Houfes,  that  the.'Regept  wa^an  elective  office,  and 
that  the  two  Houfes  of  Parliameni  were  the  ele6lors.  He 
denied  that  the  precedents  were  in  point,  fince",  the  Parl.a- 
ment  convened  on' the  death  of  J-Ienry  the  Fifth,  was  a 
,  Ci>mplete  Legiflature,  confiftTngof  King,  Lords,  and  Com-* 
inons;  whereaS,  now  they  were  onl-y  the  two  Houfes,  and 
had  not  confidered  ihemfelves  as  a  Parliament,  the  Speaker 
of  the  Houfe  of  Commons  having,  though  for  hii  part 
he  thought  without^occafion,  doubted  whether  he  hadau* 
thority  to  iflue  a  writ,  not.  one  of  the  (landing  orders 
having  been  enforced,  and  there  not  .having"  been  any  votes 
printed,  and  various  of  the  other  forms  which  belonged  to 
a  regular  feffion  of  Parliament  not  having  been  complied 
with.  He  doubted  whether  parliarpentary  privilege  exifted 
at  that  moment.*  He' did  not  mein  jfrlvUege  of  Peerage, 
becaafe  as  their  Lordlhips  well  knew,  riiat  always  exifted, 
but  privilege  a^  a  Member  of  the.other  Houfe.  He  aflted 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  oppofite  to  .him,  whether  they 
could  punifh*  anv  man  for  a  contempt,*  declaring  that  he  • 
was  not  clear,  it-aTuan  coRlmit;ted  for  a  contempt  wer^ta, 
fue  out  his  writ  of  Habeas  Corpus,  arid  be  brought 
beforq  him  as  a  Judge,  to  b^  admitted  tp  bail,  'whether^e 
Ihould  or  flimild  not  adhiit  hint,  07  renrand»him  to  ctiftody? 
He  believed,  much  as  he  r^fpefled 'their  Lordlhips,  anJ 
unwilling  as  he  ihould  ^^e  to  incur  the  difplcafure  of  the 
Houfe,  he  fliould  ratlier  be  fwayed  by /kir  of  the  man's 
bringing  his  a£lion  for  damages,  than  by  the  danger  of 
offending  their  Lordfliips  and  incurring  the  cenfure  of  the 
Houfe,  whatever  it  might  be.  He. owned,  •  that  if  the 
Parliament  had  been  opened  by  a  commiflion  under  the 
Great  Seal,  as  ftated  by  the  noble  Mjicquis,  one  difficulty 
would  have  l)een  folvpd,  but  not  the  difficulty  on  the  pn;- 
fcnt  queAion,  whiph  muft  have  recurred,  whenever  it  came 
under  difcuflion^  He  recommended  agreeing  with  the 
amendment  moved  by  the  noble  Lord,  as  the  readieft  way 
of  lefTening  their  embarrafTment,  obferving,  that  the  Lc* 
giflature,  when  com  pleat,  would  certainly  poflefs  a  fuffi- 
cient  fhare  of  power  to  carry  into  efFe(5l  any  parliamentary 
proceeding,  which  was  neceilary  for  its  own  exiftence;  a:ii 
that  any  bill  of  Hmitations  could  be  brought  in  and  palM 
after  the  Regent  fhould  have  been  declared.  He  com- 
mented on  the  very  flight  grounds  of  dilFeience  of  nplnioa 
amonoft  them;  fome  had  alFcrted  that  the  Prince  of  W.iH 
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had  an  inherent*  right  to  the  Regency,'^  others  that  he  pof-  ^ 

fefled  an  irrefiftible  claim,  and  others  again,  that  he  pof- 
(efled  neither,  But  wjas,  neverthelcfs,  «theoi\ly  fit  perfon  to  * 
be  declared  Regent.,  Being  therefore  agreed  in  the  main  ' 

point;  he  contended  that  they  ought  to  proceed  'to  carry 
that  into  effedt,  and  not  td  vvaile  more*  time  about  the 
m  (le  of  doifig  that,  which,  it  was  on  all  hands  agreed, 
ought  to  h6  done  forthwith.  Extremely  flight  indeed 
was  the  analogy  which  the  precedent  of  Henry  fcth,  in  the 
3:d  and  33d  year  of  his  reign,  hore^  to  ths-prefent  time; 
and  in  fupj>ort  of  .this  alTcrtion,  it  was  fiifficient  to  adduce 
.as  anMnftance,  the  mclFage  which  was  fent  to  the  fick 
King  at  Windfor,  and  his  having  heen  brought  into  that 
Houfe,  a  prifoner  and  wdunded,  after  ^ie  battle  of  St.  Al- 
hjii%  where  Uet  was  made  captrve  by  the  lyiikc  of  York, 

The  Lord  Chancellor  objected  ngainft  tlie  amcjidmeiit,  •and  The  Lord 
combated  the  various  arguments  whic!i  hatl  been  advanced" Chanecl- 
in  fupport  of  i^;  and, for  the  pnrpole  of  invalidating  tlie  *•  ^^^» 
lecond  and  third  refohitic54is.  1  he  noble  and  hririled  Lord 
(Lougjliborough)  had  cjo  ftione.i  the  exiftence  of  parliarpen- 
t^ry,privilrge  under  tlie  pi^lent  circumRaivces  of  the  two, 
Hoi'fes  afft^mbling,  and  had  ilated  iiis  doubt  in  what  manner 
li*-.  fhould  bf  inclin^fl  to  a£l,  were  a  ijian,  who  Imd  been 
couimittetl  for  a  breaclrof  privilege,  and  had  fued  out  his 
w-rlt  o^  l}cihca%  Corpus^  to  h*e  biouglu  b'-foVe  him  to  be  ad- 
nifcttd  to  '}xi\\.  Such  queftions  Were  always  difagreeable, 
aiuT,  atximes,  p-i^cillurly  unpbafant.  sJn  his  m'yul,  penalties" 
and  puniflimfnrs  of^aijy  Ifind,  .ought  not  to  be  annexed  to 
Ritrc  e^ror  of  juiig^menr  in  ^lagiftrates ;  but  he  would 
vannire  to  hiv,  tirat  if  fiich  an  inAance  were  to  occur  to 
the  noble  and  I'nTned  Lord  himieif,  as  a  Judge,  and  he 
fnniild  think  it  i?  duty  to  refufe  to  achnitthe  jtAw  to  bail, 
and  Ihoul  1  he  of  f opinion  that  It  belonged  to  the  public* 
that  the  man  ought  to  remain  in  cuft.xlv,  the  noble  -irul 
'Willed  rtord  would  do  his  duty,  and  remand  him,  without 
^"f  \-z:\{[  CD'ifii! -ntion  e'lher  of  the  5C0I.  penalty,  or  the 
<^iiie;  penal  provihons  of  the  ftatute.  The  Lord  Chancel- 
lor next  proceeded  to  confider  ihe  words  of  the  amendment 
^'hich  had  h^en  |>ropoftfd,  and  declared  that  he  wa«?  glad 
^hat  thev  had  not  been  of  the  noble  and  learned  [.ord's  fup- 
plying,  becaufe  he  was  fure  they  were  not  only  irreconcile- 
able,to  the  noble  and  learned  lord's  arguments,  hut  fuch  a« 
conveyed  no  diftincl  or  precife  meaning  whatever.  Had 
thofe  who  propofed  the  amendment,  l)ecn  fo  good  as  to 
"^ve  explained  what  they' meant,  or  accompanied,  the  re- 
cital of  the  words  of  the  amendment  with  any  thing  like  a 
teafon  to  fhew  their  prc.priety  and.  application,  the  Houfe 
"^'ght  pofiii^ly  have  known  how  to  have  treated  them  ;  as 
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they  ftood  at  prefent,  they  wftre  mera  infenfible  words, 
conveying  no  diftin^St  import.  The  words  purported  to  be 
a  refolution  0/  that  Houfe^  that  an  hiupble  addrefs  be 
prefented  to  His  Royal  Highnefs  the  Prince  of  Wales, 
praying  Hij  Royal  .Highnfefs  to  tak^'upon-himfelf,  as  fole 
Regent,  the  adminiftration  of  executive  government.  He 
begged  to  knbw,  what  •the  term  Regent  meant  ?  Where 
was  he  to  find  it  defined  ?  In  what  law  l^qok>  or  what 
fiatute?  He  had  heard  oi  Cujlodn  Re^n'iy  of  Lieutenants 
tfor  the  King,  of  guardians* <ind  protestors,  and  'of  Lords 
Juftices ;  but  •he  knew  not  where  to  look  for  ati  explana- 
tion of  the  oflSce  and  functions  of  a  Regent,  To  what 
end  then  would  it  be  to  addrefs  the  Prince  of  Mfiales  to 
take  upon  hiftifelfan  office,  the  boundaries  of  which  ^erc 
by  no  means  afcgrc'ained  ?  But  tlie  amendment  attempted 
fomething  which  probably  was  intended  as  a  Ibrt  of  defi- 

' '  f^itibn  of  the  term  Kegent,  and  of  the  nature  of  a  Regent's 

••  bffice,  by  adding,  that  what^th^  Prince  was  to  be4>rayed  to 

*  -take  upon  himfelf  as  fole  Regent,  jvas  the  adminiftration  of 

executive  government ;  there  again,  hbweMer,  the  axpref&on 

*  was^ark  and  equivocal..    What  was  meant  by  the  execu- 

•tive  government  ?     Did  it  meair'thc  whole  Royal  authority, 

;"   did  it  jiioan  the  power  of  lepjiflation,  .did  it  mean  all  the 

Soverefgn's  fundlions,  without  reftri6lioi>«o'r  limitation  of 

.  any  kind  whatfoever?     If  it  diti,  it  ought  to  have  faid  1^  in  . 

cxprefs  words,  and  if  ft  had,  would  any  noble  Loixl  haye 

contended,   .that    fuch'  a'    broad    degree    of  abthoriiy^'^s 

amounted  to  the  a6b«ftil  dethtoninff  of  IJis  Majefty,  and 

wreftin^  the  fceptre  out  of  lijs  hand,  ought  to  be  voted  by 

that  Houfe?     He  beggefl  thejr  Lprdfliips  conftantly  to  re- 

colleft,  that  in  the  c0iitemphitlon«of  law^  |he  political  cha- 

.raiSer  of  a  Kyig  of  Great  Britain  Wnis  aUvays  whole  and 

'entire,  anrf  he  Oefired  them   at  the  fame  time  to  keep  in 

*  mifid,   ihat  the  King's  ilatural  charader  \vas  infeparable 

..  frchn  his  political  chnracler.  Ir  was,  as  Sir  Mit'thew  Hale, 
\sho  had  been  mentioned  in  the  courle  of  the  debate,  we'I 
ohferved,  owing  to  this  having  been  fpmewhat  loft  light  of, 
that  fo  many  mifichiefs.  had  ^nfued  to  this  cotlntry.  A 
King,  evQn  when  a  minor,  as  hUd  been  judicioufly  ftated  by 
a  ntible  Marquis,  was  always,  and  in  all  circumftances, 
confidered  as  competent  to  exercife  the  Royal  authority, 

'  though,  from  the  frailty  of  human  nature,  he  might  not  be 
adequate  to  perform* the  duty  of  the  executive  governmNit, 
whence  it  became  neceflary  to  provide  for  fupplying  that 
defe£t.  Lord  Thuilow  adverted  to  the  precedent  in  the 
early  part  of  the  reign  of  Henry  tlie  Sixth,  and  went 
through  the  particulars  of  the  Bifliop  of  Durham,  then 
Chancellor,    going   to  the  Infant  King,    when  a  child  of 

nine 
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nine  months  old,    in  his  cradle,   and  delivering  op   tht 
great  feal,  which  was  immedi;)tely  put  into  the  bands  of 
the  Mailer  of  the  Roils,  who  went  into  another  room  and* 
put  the  great  feal  to  a  (!ommiflion,  empowering    the  Duke 
of  Gloucefler  to  caR'  i  Parliament  together,  and  to  a  va- 
riety of  other  commiilions;  ix  beliig  the  cuilom  for  all  com^ 
miffions  to  ceafe  on  the  demife  ot  the  Sovereign,  fo  that  if*  r 
the  ftep  which  had  been  taken  by  the  great  men  of  that-,, 
day  had  not  been  adopted,  there  would  not  have  been  s^    . 
Magiftrate  in  the  kingdom   who  could  have  -a^led.      He'  • 
flated  the  proceeding^  of*  the  Parliament  ailembied  by  vir- 
tue of  the  writs  then  ifTued,  which  had  bea)  fenr,  the  writ»v 
for  representative^  of  countibs  down  to.fli^:  iheriffs^  and   ; 
tbofe  for  borough?  to  the^Iafl  returning  officers.     The  very 
firfl  bill  pafled  ^y  that  Parliament,  was\i  bill  of  indemnity     * 
to  thofe   W^o  had  made  life  of  the  great  feal  as  he  had     ' 
defrribeil.     He  reafoned  upon  this  fa^,  and  contended  for  . 
the  clofe  analogy  which  the  precedent    bore  to  our  pre-  ;. 
fcnt  fituation.     He  juftified  the  taking  the  advice  of  x\\ft 
two  Houfes  of  Parliament  on  the  prelent  occafion,  as  the  « 
bell  mode  of.  proceeding;  ,of  okl,    when  the.  number  of 
?rlvy  Countelbrs  was  not  fo  great  as  at  piefent,  and  wb<|i .  ,, 
it  was  not  cuftomary  for  His  Majefty  to  have  thofe  ferfohs 
Members  of  his  PilVy  Council,  wliom  he  never  choie  to   • 
jneciy   in  a  dilemma  like  the  prefent,  the  meafures  to  be  '« 
adopted  for  the   public   fafcty  might  originate  there ;  and 
oth«rs  there  were,  who  thought  His  Majeity's  cabinet  ooun*-    ; 
cil  the  proper  plaCe  ;  he  dtiFered  in  lefpect  to  both.     He  \m\ 
litfard,  indeed,  of  fome  antiquaries^  who  were   of  opinion^ 
tnat,  upon  fome  emergencies,  i  middle  council  between  the 
two,    compofed  of  the  Judges   and  the  King's  Minifters, ' 
^ught  to   be  formed;   but,  the  bed  council  of  all,  in    his  ' 
judgement,  was  the  grand  Council  of  the  Nation;  and. he    , 
l5^';2;ged   their   Lordfhips   to  rc!colle(5t,     that    Minifters  hud 
rifqiicd  fomething  in  TufFering  the  two  iHoafes  of  Parliaiuent 
I"  iJiTifmble  oil  the  expiration  of  tlie  proclamation  of  proro- 
gi'ion,  and  witliout  giving  four  days  notice  to  any  indivi- 
(lua^  Member  of  *iitlier  Houfe.  •  It  \vas  now  faid,  when  the 
rights  of  the  two  Ifoufes  to  fupply  the  clefstl  in  the  exercife 
of  tJie  Royal  authority,  were  dilcuiled  and  decided,  and  wlieii 
they  were  called  upon   to  concur  with  the  Houfe  of  Comr- 
mon5,  in  refolving  the  mi-ans  which  were  to  l>e  reforted  to 
for  that  purpofe,  that  the  two  Houfes  we^e  about  to  exer- 
clfe.the  powers  of  executive  CioveriKnent,  and  to  do  an  a£k 
of  Icgiilation*     Had  Minifters,  of  themfelve-s  put  the  great 
fealtoa  commiilioti  for  calling  the  two  Houfes  together,  and 
opened  ParKament  in  that  way,,  he  was  pei  fuaded,  that   the 
ciiargs  of  their  being  about  to  take  upon  thciiifelves  the  ex- 
ecutive 
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\  .ccotive  Government,  would  have  been  thundered  in  their 

ears  ten  times  mo^e  loudly.  •  He  would  tell  that  Houie  what 

*•  'had  been  his  opinion^  when  the  un{brtuna;eqalamity  which 

•^  I       bad  put  thtm under  the  prefent  ^ircunft^nces  was  fi*  ft  known. 

It  wa^to  refort  to*^th&'gr.'|nd  Coii§ciV(fFthe  Nation,  and  to 

•  ^       cal^V  upon  them,, in^ the  fjce  of  tlie  I^ublic^  to  adt  upon  their 
Y ''•*^^"  wifdorA  and«authority. 

V    .,  •/  VVith  regard  to  the  argument  |hat  politfcal  ncceflit  j  ouglil 

\  m    tiottobe  tlie.gronndof  a  proceeding  of  an  extraordinary  na- 

.     ^*  ture,  becauie  it  was  not  fo^well  -Icnowti  as  mc5ral  neceffity, 

.*    the  very  reV^rfe  .was  the  f^dl,  political  neceffity  being  much 

.    '>i  -liejtet  Known  than  any  other  fpecies  of  necjjffity,  having  been 

\  repeatedly  made  the  ground  of  the  moft  important  proceed- 

,!  ,i'^8^  ^°  ^^^  found  in  theiV  hiftory  ;  but,'  it' wis  faid,  if^  upon 

• '  the  principle  of  political  neceffity, '  tliey  could  in  any  one  in- 

• ,  fiance  afTume  the  executive   authority,  and   legifla^c,  they 

.  might  pu(h  that  unconftitutional  practice. much  farther;  (o 

.  ^*  far  indeed,  that  theie  was  no  khowin^  lo  what  extent  the 

doftrine  might  he  carVied,     This  he  aonfidered  a$  idle  and 

•    /abfuid,  fmce  the  rjeceffi^y  which  prefled  went  to  prrelpoint 

^only;*and  no  farthfer  ;  to  the  pafling  a  bill  to  enab{a  them  to 

•  «*  ^pponjt^  per foi>  Regent,  and  at  the  fame  time  to  define  what 

•    .       '*    was  rp^nt  by  fuch  appointment,  hnd  ujider  what  fpecific  11- 

^'    •    •  mitatlons  thfe  Regency  was  to  be  carried  on.     That  the  una- 

•  *  nimbus  vojce  of  the  Public  pointed  to  one  perfon  only, 'and 

•  •"    •    that  .this  perfon  was  the  Prince  of  Wales,  proved;  he  flioulJ 

V  molt  .chearfully  admit,  a  circii^iftance  highly  fortunate  for 

,  ^    /,   tht  country.     No  man  entertained  a  higher  refpeft  for  the 

Princre  than  he  did  :  he  wifKed  him  as  well  as  thofe  whoaf- 

*  .  fefled  to  be  rac^re  miodtul  of  fiis  interefts ;  but  he' would  not, 
,  Yof  that  reafon, ' argue  that  he  pofllfled  any  inherent  right  to 

*the  Regency,  'or  that  the  Prince  of  Wales,  as  Heir    /^ppa- 
•  ,  rent,  could  poflfJs  any  fuch  right.     The  Prince  had,  a  bertcr 

•  interelt  in  the  Cro^'n.than' he  could  h^ve*  in  the  Regency; 
»  *             and  it  was  ail  their  duties  to  take  care  to  preferve  the  crown 

fafe  on  the  head  of  the  Soyeiieien,  in"  order  that  when,  in  a 
due  courfe  of  nature,  it  fliquld  defceml  to^  tlje  Prin^re  of 
Wales,  he  ffaonld  recefve^it  fblid  apd  en^ic",  as  it  had  l>een 
worn  by*  His  iVlajefty  previoufly  to  his  prefent  infirmity. 
The  joint  ihteiefts  of  the  King  upon  the  tlirone,  and  the 
•*  Heir  Apparent  who  was  to  fucceed  to  it,  were  what  they 
were  bound  to  watch.pver  and  preferve.     The  Chancelkr 

•  •     took  notice  of  the  precedent'  cff  Edward  -the  Second,  w!  o 

had. fled  towards  Ireland,  tind  was  taken  near  Beaumliris,  :md 

*•     when  in  cuftody  as  a  prifon'^r,  v^as  fent  to  by  Mortrmerand 

the  Queen,  who  befonght  His  Majefty  to  let  them  have  the 

^    •     great  ieal,  to  ufe  it  ad  conjtrvmidumpaccm  rcgnl^  ct  adcxhlben' 

.    •  •     •     dum)ujViU{t\  Sut  wlicn  they  got  it,  they  had  influence  cnou;rh 

•  4  .  o\cr 
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over  the  inifirifoiied  King,  ttr  make  him,  on  his  own  part, .  ! 
declare  that  he  defifered  It  not  merely  a  J  cqnfervandum  pacem        ••        « * 
rffw,  et  ad ixhlhendum  jlijiit'ia^   hut  pre  jratia ;  and  it  waj  '  *  I. 
ufed  pfOgrajiajw\th  a  ^itnefs^  for,  the  <siueen  and  Morti»        1  i' 
timer  put  the  great  fetl  Jo  ivrits,  hy  the. authority  of  whichf 
they  fold  half  the  demeine  lindji,of  the  Grown.     The  ChiyiV         ,  J* 
ceHor  fpoke  of  the  higlXqualities  of  tKe  Prince  6{  Wafes^n  •r  X 
t^rms  of  great  praTe;  hut,  he  faid,  there  might   he  Heiri;^   4 
Apparent,  whofe  lives  might  have  afforded  the  two  Houfes*^   .  f 
fuffident  reafon  for  -fetting  th*eqi  afide  from  the  Regency  ;    ; ,     • 
he  maintnfned,  therefore,  •thht'it  \yas  expedient  that  the^wo^ 
HouCs  flipuld  not«»ahandonfijch  a*  power,  nor,  under' tjitf'*  '"  .' 
circumilances  of  tftecafe,  avofd  a*A:bwiiig  it  Jo  be  th^h  right.    • 
He  obf^ved,  tliat  thoTe  nohle  Lori)»'  who  had  talked  iff  th5  , 
right  9f  the  Prince  of  Wales  to  the  Regency,  had  not  ven^   *  • 
tured  to  argue  it,  hut  had  f^iid,  as  all  jnien  ji^ere  agreed  that    . 
the  Prince  of  Wales,  wheth)5f  he  had  imy  right  or  not,  ought  ;  ■ 

to  be  the  perfon  appointed 'llegent}  the  wifeft  way  WQuld  ,-  •• 
be  for  that' Houfe,, to  addt^fs  hini  immediately,  to  take  upon 
him,  astfole  Regent,  the  admin ift ration  of  the  executiveXjo- 
vernment.     He  contended,  that  were  fuph  advice  fit*  to  h«  .   . 
foilo\j'«l,  even  the  two  Houfes  wouH  he  under  the  nfceflity    «,  • 
of  Ifigiflating  for  themfelves ;  and  yet  the  very  perloiV^  .wKo 
gave  fuch  advice,  uppn  arguing  the  thir3  propoGtioft,  al-.  •    *    *, 
lowed  that  if  they  attemptcif  .to  legifl^ite  in  a  fing^e  inflance   *  •.  *' 
of  unavoidable  and  prefling  exigency,  theftatute  of  the'i.3t}i 
of  Charles  II.*^  was  direiUy  in  their  teeth.     He  agreed  with 
the  Martjuis  of  Lanfdowneas  to  the  confiitutional  j;nport-     .',     , 
?nce  of  the  Crown's  J\nving  a  negative,-  when  bills  were  ten* 
dered  for  tlie  Royal  affent,  decbring,  that  he  not  only  con-   . 
curred  entirely,  with  the  nohle  Marquis  on   that  point,  and  '    ' 
had  thought  himfelf  indebted  to  him  for  the  pa'ins  wl^ich  he 
had  taken,  on  a  fori^ier  occallon;  to  point  out  the  utility -of.  • 
fuch  a.power  being  lodged  in  the'Crown,-  but  was  fatisfiea,       ^       • 
in  his  own  mind,  that,  lb  far  from  that  bein^  a  po«ver  which 
no  Prince  of  the  Houfe  of  Briwni^ick.  was  likely  to  exercife,* 
a  day  would^occur,  fq^ne^-orlaferj 'in  which  the  falvation. 
of  (he'confiitutfon   and  the  <;Qfn try 'might  depend  on  the 
P.oyal  exercife  of  tint  truly   important  prerogative.*  In  his 
opinion,  it  was  evident  that  the  interefts  of  the  Prince  of 
M  ales  would  be  beft  ferved,   by  acceding  to  the  refolutions,       *• 
and  grounding  a  bill  upon  them,  in  which  the  degree  of  au- 
thority, and  the  nature  of  the'fandkions  to  be  vefted  in  the       •  ^  • 
p'rlbn  who  was  to  ftand  between  the  Crown  and  the  two 
Houfes  of  Parliament,  fhould  be  precifely  marked  and  afcer- 
tained,  as  well  as  the  extent  of  the  limitations  which  the 
e<igtncy  of'the  Cdfemi^'lit  rejcire.  -^  •    ' 

Lord 
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Lord,         Lord  Rmjjdon  defended  thct^ords  of  hj^  inofion  from  the 
.Hawdon,    imputations  caft  on  them  by  the  Lord  Chancellor,  and  jail 

•'*  '  fied  them  on  the  ground  of  propriety  and  appoHtenefs. 
,      ';  t  The  Houfe  divided  on  tliequeftiqpj.that  the  words  of  the 

refolution,  as  originally  moved,  ^n^  |$art  of  the  queilion. 
\  ^         ',».-.  Ayes,  99^     Noes,  56. 

Y  :.  The  fecdhd  re(9lution  was  then  .read,  and  the  previous 
\  «f  ^^ueftion  beih^  moved,  it  \yas  determined  in  the  negative; 
\  •    ^ths  queftion;was  then  piit  upon  the  fecond  refolution,  and  it 

•  F^as  affirmed.  •  * 

^^    'l^he  <hiVd  refolution  Wfis  next  feadi  and  being  objeded  to, 
',  **^  '"thp  {]ueftion  was  puf,^*  wTiej^  the  question  Vas  affirmed. 

•  .^  The'^eport^  dC  tha  irefolutions  was-made  to  the  Houfe  hr 
,  Lord' *On  flow,  and  the 'fame  was  ordered  to  -be  taken  into  far- 

* '  flier  confMleration  upon  the  Monday  following.  « 

TheHoufe  adjourned. 


I-  I 


•* 


.♦ 


Th^  following  is  the  Lift  of  the-  Divifion  on  the  Qjeftion 
of  the  Amei)dmen't  to  the  Refolution s.. moved  by  Lord 
Rawdop*  .  •       *    •        • . 

C  O  JSr  -T  E  N  T  S. 

The  Dtakes  of  York  Earls    Spen<?er 


♦  • 


Cumberland  * 
•    7>]orf{iik        •        , 
.BedfoVd  ' 
Portland 
Dcvonfttirc 
Northumberland. 
.  Marq.  of  Townfhend 
Eirls  of  Derby 

Huntingdon 
.       *  Suffolk 
>  Carlifle     • 

Sandwich 
Stamford  .  « 

Exeter 
Peterborough 
"bhaftefbury 
Plymouth 
Jerfey 

Scarborough 
Buckinghamlhire 
Hertford 
llchefter 
.  Abergavenny 
Earl  Cholmondeley 


•  •% 


.FitzwiUiam 
,  'Vifcounts  Hcfeford    *• 

Bolingbroke 
Md^jrnard 
Hampden 
Lords  Audley 
•  St.  John  • 
Clinon-  (Earl  of 

Darnlcy) 
T^ynham 
Craven    , 

fioyle  (Earl  of  Cork) 
Hay  (Earl  of  Kin- 
♦   *  \  ♦  noul)    . 
Cailogan 
Stawell 
.  Monfon 
Ched  worth 
Ponfonby  (Earl  of 

Etjfborough 
Walpob 
Pelham 
Egmont 

Vernon 

Lords 


Lords  Cardiff 
Hawk^ 
Fofcy 

Loughborough 
Portchefler      /   ,- 
Rodney 
Rawdoa 
Douglas  (Duke  ot 

<;^ccnlbttfy) 
Malmftury 

« 

Scots  Pien. 

Niarq.  of  Lollnan 

NOT    CO 

^he  Dqkes  of  Richmond 
Beaufort 
St.  Alhan's 
Brandon 
Cfaandos 
firtdgewater 
Newcaftle 
Montague 
Marquifics  of  Stafford 

Lanfdowne 
Earls  of  Salifbury 

Denbigh 

Weftinoreland 

Wihchclfca 

C!)efterfield 

EiTex 

Doncailer 

Abingdon 

Gainflionnrgh 

Rochford 

Coventry 

Pawlett 

Oxford 

Aylesford 

Suflex 

Stanhope 

Macclesfietd 

.Kerr  (D.  of  Rox- 
burgh) 

Waldegrave 

Effinghaof 

Harringtou 

Warwick 
Vol.  XX VL 
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Earls  of  Eglintown 

Coifillis 
Selkirk 
Breadalbaine 

Vifcourtt  Stormont 

Lord  *Kinnaird 

Bijhops. 

Bifkop  of  Winchefter 
Landaff 
Brlftbl. 
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N  TENTS. 

Edrls  orDarliogton 
HarcouTt 
Fauconbei^ 
l^laware 
•  Radnor 
Chatham 
Bathutft  . 
A^ 
Cl 
Lclc^ftw 
Uxbridge 
Norwich  (  Duke  of 

Gordon 
Talbot 

Strange  (Duke  of 
Athol) 
Vifcounts  Howe 

Weymoutfi    . 
Falmouth 
Edgecombe 
Lords  W.  de  Brooke 

Howard  of  Waldch 
Ofbome  (Marquis  of 

Carmarthen) 
Middleton 
Onflow 
Romney 
King 
Montford 
Fortefcud 
ScarfiiaU 
Bollon 
Dlgby 
,   K  Lord^ 
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Lords  Sundridge  (Duke  of 
Argyle)  ' 
Amherft 
Rivers 

Thtarlow  (Clunc^) 
Harrovvby 
Brudenell 
Walffngham 
Bagot 

Sydney 

Lovaine 

Carteret 

Elliot 

Bdlkeley 

Somers 

Berwick. 

Delaval  . 

Ken yon 

Hawkeibury 

Dover 

Scots  Peers. 
£arl  of  Morton 


Earls  of  Moray 

Galloway 
Hopetoun 
Lords  Elphinftono- 
Cathcart 

Bljhops. 

Archbiihop  of  Canterbury 

Bifhop  of  London 
Durham 
Bath  and  Weils 
CarliHe 
Sallfcury 
I^eterborough 
Worcefter 
Chefter 
L'iQColn 
Bangor 
Gloucefter 
St.  David's* 


The  followring  Peers,  who  would  have  voted  with  the  mi- 
noFity,  were.ablieot,  on  account  of  illnefs,  though  in  towa: 

The  D.  of  Gloucefter  Lords  Sandys 

Earl  of  Egremont  ,  Grantley 

Monday^  2gth  Decemlwr. 

Lord  Lord  Rawdon  obferved^  that  he  did  not  mean  to  trouble 

Rawdon.  the  Houfe,  by  adverting  to  any  former  arguments,  as  he  had 
iuUy  ftated  in  the  Committee  what  occurred  in  hia  mind  in 
defence  of  his  amendment,  and  had  hot  heard  any  thing  which 
appeared  to  hitn  a  fufiicient  anfwer;  yet,  as  he  underflood 
that  he  could  not  have  his  motion  entered  oji  the  journals, 
unfefs  he  moved  it  again,  he  would  defire  that  the  qucAion 
might  .he  put  upon  it,  and  to  this  he  was  urged  merely  from 
inatter  of  form,  and  not  a  defign  impertinently  to  intrude. 

The  words  moved  by  way  of  amendment,  to  be  added  to 
the  firfl  rfifolution,  were  then  read,  and,  upon  the  queilion 
put,  negatived. 

Thefirft'-andfecond  refolutions  were  then  (everally  read, 
and  agreed  to. 

On  the  queftion  being  put  on  the  third  relplution, 
Ld.  Hay*       Lord  Hay  (Earl  of  Kinnoul)  remarked,  that  in  defpite  of 
his  con vid  ion,  that  after  the  very  able  and  weighty  argu- 
6  .  ments 
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Blunts  which  had  fallen  from  difFerfint  noble  Lords,   in  tK« 
debate  in  the  Committee,  his  reafoning  could  not  poflibly 
alter  their  Lord/hips*  opinion   on  the  queftion  ;  yet,  feel- 
ing its  importance,  and  confidering  the   third  refolution  as 
inirnical  to  theConftitutioh,and  as  tending  to  authorize  His 
Majefty's  Minifters  to  fet  up  a  fourth  EAate,  he  could  not 
refift.  the  opportunity  of  -delivering  his  fentiments  on  the 
fubje^l.      His   Majefly*s  melancholy   fituation^   naturally, 
would  firft  prefent  itfelf  to  tl^e  minds  of  all  men,  and  refpeit- 
iag  it,  there  coUld  be  but  one  fentiment :  univerfal  regretf 
accompanied  with  the  moil  ardent  and  flncere  wifhes,  tha( 
tlte  health-  of  our  beloved  Sovereign  might  be  foon  re-efta- 
bli(hed,  and  that  he  might  be  fpeedily  reflored  to  his  loyal 
and  a9e£^ionate  Subje^ks.     Lord  Kinnoul   added,  that   he 
had  depfec9.ted  tl)edifcvifliion  of  the  queflion  of  right.     It  had 
been  agitated  without  a  fufficient  parliamentary  ground ;  be- 
caufe  a  noble  Lord  in.  that  Houfe,  and  an  honourable  gen- 
tleman in  another,  had  cafually  alluded  to  it  in  their  fpeech- 
es,  and  becaufe. rumour  had  breathed  upon  it  abroad.     Would 
t^^eir  LordOiips  fubftantiate  a  ihadow  ?  Would  they  make 
the  idle  buz  of  the  ftreets  the  ground- work  of  their  proceed- 
ings f  He  adverted  to  the  precedents  that  had  been  relied  on, 
becaufe  ibe  circumftances  of  thera  were  in  fome  refpefts  fi- 
milar  to  thofe  of  the  prefent  crifis.     He  afked  whethr  their 
diflimilitp^ought  not  to  have  as  much  weight  as  their  Cmi- 
l^rity.     1  hough  it  had  been  laid  down  by  an  high  authority 
in  that  Houi^,  that  there  was  no  difference  between  an  Heir 
Apparent,  and  an  Heir  Prefumptive;  he  mud,  unlearned  as 
he  was,  refafe  his  confent  to  the  noble  and  learned   Lord's 
doflrine.     Aii    Heir    Prefumptive,    their   Lordfhips.  well 
knew,  was  that  fort  of  heir,  whofe  pretenfions   to  the  fuc- 
ceffion  were  li;d>Ie  to  be  of  no  avail,  by  the  poffibility  of  ano« 
therheir  arifing,  to  the  exclulion  of  the  Heir  Prefumtive  ; 
whereas  an  Heir  Apparent  had  no  competitor.     An   Heir 
Prefumptive,  if  he  was  an  ambitious  man,  might  afpire  to  a 
right  that  eventually  would  not  have  devolved  on  him,  had 
nor  his  own  unjuft  projects  and  machinations  acquired  it  to 
himfelf,   by  means  the  moft  indiredV,     An  Heir  Apparent 
^as  under  no  neceflity  to  have  recourfe  to  fuch  condu6t  to 
fecure  his   right;  becaufe  he  knew,   that   in   the  common 
courfe  of  nature,  it  muft  come  to  him.     One  ohfervation  had 
&Ilen  from  the  noble  Vifcount  near  him,  that  ftruck  him  at 
^U  unanfwerable  argument  againil  the  refolution ;  and  he 
Ae  rather  thought  fo,  as  he  obferved  no  anfwer  had  been 
given  to  it.     What  he  alluded  to  was  the  noble  Vifcount's 
^claration,  that  every  commiflion  for  giving  the  Royal  af- 
fent  to  bills,  muft  have,  the  authority  of  the  King*s  Sign  Ma- 
i^uel,  and  that,  not  merely  as  a  matter  of  pradice,  which 

K  2  might 
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n^ight  be  4*!fpenfed  with  at  the  option  of  the  CroWn,  tuit  b^ 
the  diredions.  pf  an  exprefs  ftatute.    He  drfired  the  Gterv 
to  turn  to  an  a£l  paile^  in  the  33d  of  Heny  the  Eig^h, 
from  whence  the  claufe  was  read. J    He  reprobated  the  in- 
tention of  limiting  the  Regent^  and  lubjedting  him  to  fftdrie- 
tibnsy  contending  that  they  might,  with  equ;^l  policy  and 
propriety,  limit  and  curtail  the  SoTereign  authorrty  of  the 
Grown  itfelf«    The  Royal  prerogatiyes  were  not  given  fo 
the  Monarch  htmfelf,  they  were  not  granted  to  gratify  hit 
pride,  and  faliate  his  vanity,  bnt  for  the  hene&t  of  th&  conn 
munity,  for  the  Public  good,  which  would  neceflarily  fuffi*F 
by  their  being  abridged  and  curtailed,  when  in  t)|& hands  of 
a  Recent,  as  m  thcshands  of  the  Sovereign  hioifeli^ 
Lord         Lord  Kinnaird  rifing  next,  called  upon  Minifters^  as  ffiendf 
{Linp^ird  to  the  third  proportion,  for  foine  explanation  of  its  meaning 
and  import.    His  Lordfhip  faid,  that  he  had>  at  a  very  late 
hour  of  the  former  night,  entreated  their  Lordflitps  to  p?«ifa 
before  tliey  permitted  a  refolution  of  fuch  infinite-  import- 
ance to  pats  any  ftage  whatfoever  in  their  Houfe.  He  tmfted 
that  it  was  only  the  very  long  debate^  whiph,  for  lb  many 
hours,  had  occupied  their  time,  that  prevented  a  fair£fciif* 
iion  of  this  extraordinary  refolution,  and  as  their  Lordftiips 
were  ftill  competent  to  fuch  a  difcuffion,  fo  was  it  truly  theif 
duty  to  engage  in  it.    For  his  part,  notwithftanding  e^erf 
attention  that  his  mind  was  capable  of,  not  only  to  the  ^brdt 
of  the  refolution,  but  to  the  little  explanation  that  had  beeq 
given  of  it  within  thefe  waHs ;  he  was  not  able,  with  any  kind 
of  accuracy,  to  guefs,  either  at  the  obje£l  it  propofis^  or  the 
mode  of  attaining  it*    He  (hQuld  very  earneilly  entfeat 
f<iit\^  noble  Lords,  friends  to  this  motion,  and  in  habits  of 
intimacy  and  connexion  with  the  original  mover  of  it,  in 
another  place,  to  explain  to  the  Houfe,  the  intent,  purport, 
;ind  meaning  of  it,  fo  that  he  might  avoid  trefpaSng  on  tbe 
patience  of  the  Houfe,  by  combating  intentions,  t^hich,  per- 
haps, had  no  exigence,  but  in  hfs  mi^uided  conception  of  thf 
terms  of  the  propofition.     In  anxious  hope  that  tike  Houfe 
might  be  favoured  with  fuch  an  explanation,  bo  flhHild  fit 
clown,  trufting,  that  if  no  fuch  explanation  was  givan,  he 
iiiould  be  indulged  with  the  liberty  of  Aating  his  eonjeftum 
refpeding  the  meaning  of  the  refolution,  ;Mid  his  objedions 
to  it.     Hi&  Lordfhip  then  fat  down,  but  no  anfwer  whatfo- 
ever having  been  given,  he  then  ftated,  thatif  thoconjedured 
^  meaning,  which  he  fliould  prefpme  to  put  upon  Vfo  words 

of  the  third  refolution,  were  not  fuch  as  was  intended  by  the 
framers  of  it,  their  Lordfliips  would  lay  the  blame  on  thofe, 
who,  having  it  in  their  power,  did  not  chufeto  indulge  the 
Houfe  with  any  explanation  whatfoeven  He  profefledhim- 
fc{f  exceedingly  ^  a  lofs  how  to  trea^  this  propofition.  Ano- 

ii!e 
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He  aod  leantad  Lord  had,  the  other  nighty  in  bU  emphatic 
fnanoccv^vA  wiihcoiifiderable  aiperity,  arraigned  the  amend- 
ment pMpofed  by  his  noblefiriexidy  (Lord  Rawdon)  as  being 
cooched  in  ini^nilble  terms*  .  Might  be  be  permitted,  after  fo 
great  an  example,  to  take  the  liberty  of  dechring,  that  the 
propofition  under  their  imniedi^te  confideratiofi,  was.  truly 
couched  trw  infeniible  terms^  and  moft  probably  w^a  io  done 
on  purpoib  ;  for,  oa  reading  it,  one  finds  on^s  felf  obliged 
to  change  one's  opinion  of  its  purpofe,  or  elfe  one  mufi  coit* 
clade  t^th  fappofing,  that  the  Utter  part  has  no  comrefkion 
whatibevevf  witb  the  firA.    The  propofition  lets  out  with,  a 
prolefion'of  the  moft  laudable  pnrpofe,.  vis.  to.matntain  the 
conftitviciQrnal  authority  of  che  Crowi^:  but  how  ?  by  deter* 
mining  on-  means  which,  as  had  been  declared  by  tlie  fbrmer 
(bluticm,  it  was  their  duty  to  provide,  whereby  the  Royal 
aftms  might  he  given  to  fuch  bill  refpe&ing  the  exercife  oS 
the  Royal  powers  and  authorities.    His  Lordfhip  aike<^ 
if  it  was  poffible  for  obfcurity  to  be  more  completely  enve- 
loped in  itfelf  ?  What  !  declare  that  they  were  to  determine 
on  tie  fneaos  which  they  had  juft  befose  declared  they  were 
to  provide,  whereby  the  Royal  aflent  might  he  given  }   Had 
not  their  Lordfliips,  a  moment  before,   come  to  a  reiblution 
refpefiing  the  uphappy  capacity  of  the  Monarch  t  and,  there-i 
iqre,  the  Royal  afient  was  not  to  be  obtained,  hot  by  the  ex-' 
trctft  of  the  Royal  authority,  by  fome  one  or  more  perfons. 
No,  that  was  not  the  intention  ;  for,  there  were  to  be  a  bill 
•*  billfiy.  h^  coold  not  goefs  which,  refpeding  the  exercife  of 
the  Royal  powers ajid  authorities;  and,  it  had  been  fuppofisd 
that  the  Royal  aflent  was  to  begiven^  mider  the  fanfiion  of  tbo 
refelutions  of  thetwo  Houfes,  by  acommiffionunder  tfae^reat 
fcat,  to  tbefe  bills.   What !  without  the  fign  manual  of  the 
Monarch !  and  that  was  declared  impoi&b^e  at  prefent,  di« 
re&ly  in  the  face  of  an  a£t  of  Parliament,  fo  aptly  quoted  by 
bis  noble  fnend  near  him  (Lord  Kinnoul)  the  33d  of  Henry 
the  Eighth.  Were  the  two  Houfes  of  Parliament,  by  theic 
ordinance^    to    take  upon  them  to  onier  the    great  (eat 
to  be  pot  to  the  commiflion,  and  the  fign  manual  to  be 
fer^ed,   bow  could   they  reconcile  it  to  the  meaning  of 
the  ibtute  of  Charles  the  Second )    In  ihort,    whate^ee 
^ay  (he  fleeredy  the  veflel  muft  be  wrecked;    in  avoiding 
Scylh,  file  goes  to  pieces  on  Charybdis.    It  was  corre&Iy 
fta^,  and  ably  argued  by  a  noble  and  learned  Lord  near  him, 
^at  the  mea(ures  which  neceffity  creates,  neceffity  limits  \ 
but,  niKM  it  polfible  to  jnftify  the  aiming  fo  fatal  a  blow  a( 
the  principlea  pf  the  Conftitution,  by  the  prefent  calamitous 
neceffity  ?  was  there  no  other  mode  of  filling  up  the  melan-» 
eholy  chafm  which  deprived  them  of  energy,  but  by  making 
?be  two  Honfds  4o  tbat^  wbt^h  tl|ey  can.  only  do  when  in 

their 
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theii  pttfeik  ftate  oftwo  Houfes  of  Parliament,  in  Parlia* 
roent  afi>mbled,  viz.  legiflate,  and  that,  too,  when  they  were 
io  mutilated  indeed,  as  to  render  it  extremely,  doubtful  whe- 
ther they  were  inchoate :   the  leaft   poffibie  excefs  of  their 
powers,  in  their  preient  ftate,  was  toaddrefs  and  refolve  ;  Co 
legiflate  was  the  highell  fun£lion  they  were  capable  of,   and 
therefore  it  ought  to  be  the  moil  facred.  That  their  Lordlhips 
and  the  other  Houfe  had  the  power  to  adopt  this  mode  of 
proceeding,  he  did  not  deny ;  but  hejdoubted  much  if  they 
had  the  right;  and  power  did  not  always   implicate  right ; 
and  if  they  did  adopt  it,  he  prefumed,  the  very  firft  bill  that 
would  be  brought  in,  after  the  two  Houfes  (hould  be  in  Par- 
liament, would  be  a  biil^f  indemnity  ;  and  highly  neceflary 
would  it  b&  for  thofe  who  were  under  the  orders*  of  the  two 
Houfes,  to  ufurp  the  exercife  of  the  authorities  of  the  Crown, 
under  the  pretence  of  maintaining  them.  It  would  be  but  fair 
and  candid  that  their  Lordlhips  ihouldJ^e  informed  in  whom 
the  exercife  of  thefe  regal  powers  and  authorities  were  to  be 
veiled.  The  refolution  afforded  no  clue  to  guefs*  Every  man, 
in  converfation  and  in  fpeeches,  had  declared,  that  it  could 
be  in  no  perfon  but  the  Prince  of  Wales.     He  trufted  in 
God,   and  he  verily   believed,   that, .  from  one  ^end  of  His 
Maje(ly*s  dominions  to  the  other, .  there  was  not   a«^f- 
fenting  voice,    refpe£)ing  the, Regency    of  a   Prince,    on 
whofe  qualities  it  would  be  arrogance  in  him  to  deicant; 
but)    neverthelefs,    he  could  not  help   faying,    that    the 
awful  example  of  filial  afie£^ion  and  unremitting  atteotion 
which  they  had  beheld,    could  not  fail  of  impreffing  tbe 
minds  of  all  men  with  the  confolatory  prefage  of  the  exet^ 
cife  of  fuch  virtues  towards  a  fympathizing  nation*     Their 
Lordfhips  bad  many  precedents  laid  on  their  table,    and 
much  ftrefs  had  been  placed  on  them :  but,  why  were  there 
not  any  produced  to  fan<5lify  this  proceeding  ?  Becaufe  the 
only  precedents  that  bore  any  analogy  to  fuch  a  proceeding, 
made  direflly  againft  it.     Their  Lordihips  were  aware,  that 
he  alluded  to  the  proceeding  on  that  fubje£l,  which  took 
place  in  the  year  1641,  when  the  Judges  were  referred  to, 
and  returned  this  anfwer :  That  fuch  a  commiflion  to  give 
the  Royal  afient  to  bills,  would  be  good,  if  backed   by  an 
z&  of  Parliament,    and  the  refolution  of  the  Commons* 
The  ancient  and  conllant  courfe,  in  all  tinnes,  has  been, 
to  have  a  Locum  Tenens  in  the  King's  abfence«  a  IWliament 
then    fitting,    and    not  limited   to  any  particular  loatter* 
The  plan  propofed  by  this  refolution,  as  he  coiKeived  ic^  was 
inefficacious,  clumfy,  circuitous,  and  unintelligible,  inafmuch 
as  the  appointment  of  theCuilos  Regni  might  be  fubje^  to 
dubiety,  in  refpefl  to  its  legality,  baring  originated  in  a  di- 
rect illegal  afTumption  of  power  on  the  part  of  the  two 

Houfes 
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Hodfes  of 'Parliaienty  by  their  cKre^ons  to  the  great  feal ; 
and,  therefore,  it  was  a  poiitive  breach  of  the  Conftttttion; 
clumfy  and  circuitous,  becaufe  a^great  number  of  proceeding! 
muftlse  had,  in  order  to  (an&tfy  the  tranfadion,  and  Clear  up 
the confiifion  in  which  it  muft neceflfarily  be  involved;  oind 
ineligible,  becaufe^  although  he  meant  not  to  impute  to  the 
framers  of  the  plan,  a  fufpicion  of  tbcaoguft  Perfonage 
who  it  to  be  invefted- with  the  Regency;  yet,  when  that 
which  mufl  appear-  upon  the  journals  of.  the  Parliament^ 
which  he  hoped  would  ever  continue  to  be,*  as  had  been  env 
phatically  exprefled  by  a  noble  and  learned  Earl,  the  law  of 
the  land ;  and  when  the  hiftory  of  thefe- times  might  be  rec- 
koned little  better  than  anecdote,  pofterity  might  be  apt  to 
conjeAure  that  there  muft  have  been  ftrong  reafons,  indeed^ 
which  could  have  induced  the  two  Houfes  of  Parliament  to 
adopt  fuch  a  plan.  There  had  been  no  pretence  fet  up  in 
juftificatioo  of  this  meafure  being  preferred  to  that  of  ad- 
drefs,  except  the  impropriety  of  vefting  his  Royal  High- 
ncfswith  the  exercife  of  the  Royal' authority,  before  the 
terms  on  which  he  was  to  exercife  it  were  prefcribed.  If  any 
limitations  or  reftridions  were,  by  the  found  judgement  and 
good  -fenfe  of  that  and  the  other  Houfe  of  Parliament, 
thought  to  be  indifpetifably  necefTary,  was  there  aiiy  of  their 
Lordihips  who  could  believe  it  poffible  thatfach  a  bill  would 
not  receive  the  aflentof  him  who  had  the  power  of  exercifmg 
the  Regent  authority  }  His  Lordfhip  did  not  mean  to  allude 
to  the  eminent  qualities  of  the  prefeiit  Prince  of  Wales; 
but  fappofing  a  Prince  of  Wales  of  a  very  oppofite  chara^er, 
coQJd  fuch  a  fufpicion  be  entertained  ?  What !  were  the  con- 
ftitutional  eneigies  fo  very  feeble,  as  to  permit  them  to  en- 
tertain fuch  a  dread  ?  Ify  contrary  to  every  idea  he  had  on 
the  fobjed,  any  noble  Lord  harboured  fuch  a  fentiment)  he 
hoped  heihould  hear  the  grounds  of  fuch  an  opinion  ftated  ; 
becaufe,  if  well  founded,  furely,  that  equipoife  of  thefe 
branches  of  the  Legiflature,  on  which  the  admiration  of  the 
Britifli  conftitution  was  founded,  muft  be  miferably  mif- 
tinderftood*  He  entreated  their  Lordihips  not  to  give  a 
deadly  blow  to  the  fubftance^  by  facrilicing  at  the  flirine  of 
legal  fi3ion,'  when  they  might  find  fo  fafe  and  fure  a  guide 
in  the  broad  analogies  of  the  Conftitution ;  a  fiftion  which 
bore  no  analogy  to  the  lav^s  of  that  part  of  His  Ma^ 
jefty^s  dominions  which  his  Lordfhip  had  the  honour  to  be- 
long to,  and  which,  therefore,  he  fcarcely  fuppofed  would 
be  relilhed  or  well  underftood,  although  the  precedent  of  the 
Revolution  certainly  was  not  applicable,  in  all  its  parts,  to 
the  prefent  embarrailing  ftate  of  the  country,  yet  thus  far  it 
'^as  fo  in  fubftance.  Their  Lordihips  had  declined,  the  fuf- 
pcnfion  of  Regal  ejoecutive  Government;  aod,  why  would 

they 
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tHqr  not  iilutaiB  the  mifdom  of  their  anodkirs  in  'the  iMit 
ftep,  b J  compieCing  the  tfaflee  eftates  t)f  the  Lqgifljitiire»  by 
an  Jidm£i  to  the  cmiy  perfoo  wtthin  the  Realmi  -to  wh«m 
they  aU  looked  up  to  tsdce  lipon  himfclf  the  evercife  of  the 
Royal  authoritjr^  at  a  triift  forthebeno6tof  the  Peapie»  in 
the  name  and  inthehebalf  of  Hi|  Majefty  ?  Bf  fdlowiag 
luch  an  example,  tlieir  Lordfiiipt  ccMild  aetet*  be  difgraced; 
as  the  charader  of  thofe  who  completed  that  ;glorioaf  event, 
nuft  ever  he  entitled  to  the  admiration  of  every  citizen  of 
the  Britiih  empire, 
fearl  of  The  Earl  of  Sujfilk  obfiertred,  thtit  he  66uld  not  ainnd  re- 
luSolk.  pfobating  the  refoluHon,  on  aocounc  of  its  apparent  tebdeocy 
to  fobvert  the  CoDftitt]tion>  where  there  waA  nocccafiootp 
bare  recourfe  to  fach  a  progeiSL  While  they  were  waftiog 
time  in  debating  abftrafh  cfuefiions  of  theory,  nrhatt  he  afliedi 
mvttk  he  the  Atvation  of  the  Priitee  of  Wales )  Their  di£nif- 
iion  of  the  ^jueftion  of  right  had  been  altogether  idle  and 
luineoeflary,  as  no  right  had  been  £tt  up  in  oppofitioo  t6 
the  right  of  the  two  Hooies ;  and  they  had  heard  from  die 
higheft  authority,  and  in  a  mannerthat  could  ooc  bttt  have 
mprefled  them  adl  with  the  oioft  profound  rerefence  and 
refpeA^  that  no  claim  of  right  would  be  foroug^  forward  bj 
His  Royal  H)g^nefs«  He  teptxibated  the  aflertiont  tfait  any 
ether  per  fori  could  have  an  equal  rij^t  to  the  Regency  with 
the  Heir  Apparent,  a&  a  doArine  in  the  htgheft  degree  an- 
conftittttional.  He  fpoke  of  the  idea  of  limiting  and  re- 
draining  the  Regent,  and  inrefting  him  with  only  a  portion 
of  the  Royal  authority,  as  an  idea  equally  repusnant  to  tb^ 
known  law  of  the  land,  and  the  principles  of  the  Conftitu* 
tion.  But  even  allowing,  for  the  fake  of  at^gument,  that 
feme  limitation  would  be  proper,  where  ¥fere  the  energies  ot 
th'^  Conftitution,  if  they  could  notpafsfuch  a  bill  as  the  oc- 
c4i£ion  might  require,  alter  the  Regent  was  declared  ?  Upon 
this  occafion,  he  (hould  heg  leave  to  fobmit  to  the  atuntion 
of  their  Lordlhips,  an  obfenration  from  Monfieur  de  Loloei 
an  acknowledged  admirer  of  the  equilibrium  of  the  firitifli 
Conflitution,  who,  in  confirmation  of  his  argument  agaiaft 
portioning  out  the  Regal  authority,  fays, 

^<  And,  Ifhall  take  this  opportunity  to  make  the  reader 
^'  obferve,  In  general,  how  the  different  parts  of  the  Engiilh 
^  Government  mqtualiy  affiftand  fapport  each  other*  Itii 
^  becaufe  the  whole  executive  authority  in  the  Scskte  is  VtAed 
**  in  the  Crown,  that  the  People  may  without  danger  dele- 
"  gate  the  care  of  their  liberty  to  reprefentatives  {  it  i9  be- 
**  caufe  tiKy  fliare  in  the  Government  only  through  thefcre* 
•*  prefentatives,  that  they  are  enabled  to  pofleft  the  great 
**  advantage  arifing  from  framing  and  prOpofirig  laws;  beti 
^  for  this  purpofe^  it  is  again  al^olutely  aecduiry  that  tb< 
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"  Crown,  that  is  to  fay,  a  veto  of  extraordinary  power, 
«  fhould  exift  in  the  State." 

In  condiifion,  the  Earl  of  Suffolk  obferved,  that  the  vir- 
tues of  the  Prince  of  Wales  afforded  the  beft  fecurity  for  his 
good  g  vernment  of  the  country  during  his  Regency;  and, 
more  than  painful  Would  prove  the  confequences  of  depri^  ing 
the  Prince  of  the  freecxercife  of  his  will  in  the  choice  cf  his 
fervantSy  and  forc:ng  him  to  employ  thofe  Minifters,  who'ii 
unceremonious  treatment  of  him,  muft  have  rendered  theni 
difagreeahle  to  His  Royal  Highnefs  to  be  connedled  with, 
So  violent  a  procedure  would  at  once  deftroy  all  confidence  iri 
their  meafures,  and  thus  render  a  vigorous  Government  im- 
poilible.  I  he  idea  of  fuhjedling  the  Prince  to  limitations,  . 
reminded  him  of  what  had  been  faid,  on  a  former  occafion, 
when  a  bill  for  retraining  the  prerogative  and  reforming  the 
civil  lift,  had  been  in  agitation  The  words  then  were  :  "  If 
"  you  proceed  to  take  a  Way  fo  much  of  the  juft  rights  of 
**  the  Crown,  you  will  render  it  unfit  for  a  gentleman  td 
**  wear.*'  With  equal  truth  might  he  remark,  upon  thrf 
prefent  occafion,  that  if  they  fettered  the  Regency  by  un- 
conftitutional  ahd,  of  courfe,  cenfurable  reftri6lions,  they 
would  render  it  not  a  fit  objeiSl  for  the  acceptance  of  a  gentld- 
maLTu        ^  .    ' 

The  D.ttke  o{  Norfolk  remarked,  that  he  felt  it  Jmpoffible  huke  of 
to  avoid  tfc^m plaining,  as  noble  Lords  had  done-before  hini,  No&folk. 
of  the  filewce  of  His  Majefty's  Minifters,  refpefling  the 
meaning  of  the  third  refolution  ;  and  he  declared,  that  if  he 
bad  no  other  reafon  forgiving  his  negative  to  it,  that  alone 
would  be  a  fufficient  ground  for  him  to  oppofe  it,  Minifters 
bad  treated  that  Houie  with  great  indecency.  Unfortunately 
iitoaned  as  they  all  were,  His  Majefty's  Minifters  had  only 
that  Houfe  to  confult  as  the  grand  Council  of  the  Nation  ; 
they  could  not,  it  was  confeffed  on  all  li^nds,  confult  His 
Mnjefty,  as  had  formcrlv  been  the  cafe^  and  therefore,  in  a 
moment  of  emergency  like  the  prefent,  they  ought  to  ha\*> 
ftated  to  the  Houfe  thfe  whole  of  the  plan  they  iieant  to  pur- 
fue,  that  their  Lordft)ips,  as  conftituting  the  great  Council 
of  the  Nation^  might  be  enabled  to  difcharge  their  duty  and 
exer|  their  wifdom  in  furnrlhing  fuch  advice  to  Minifters  as^ 
the  exigency '  of  the  cafe  mig  t  require,  Anotlit^r  matter 
ftruck  him  as  worth  inquiry,  which  was  this;  however  much 
they  had  affedted  to  differ  refpe^dling  the  right  of  t])e  Pri!>ce 
of  Wales,  and  the  rights  claimed  bv  the  two  Houfes  of  fc^ar- 
liaraent,  the  difcuffion  of  which,  he,  as  w*!*!!  as  many  other 
Lords,  had  deprecated,  as  unncceftary  on  the  one  hand,  and 
mifchievous  on  the  other,  His  Majefty's  Minifters  had,  one 
and  all,  declared,  that,  in  their  opinion,  only  one  perfort 
tnight  to  be  entruftcd  with  the  Roval  authority,  and  with 
Vol.  XXVI.  X'  the 
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the  reins  of  executive  Government,  and  that  perfon,  they 
had  faidy  was  the  Heir  Apparent.  This  being  the  cafe»  he 
defired  to  know  if  His  Majefty's  Minifters  had  confulted  the 
Prince  of  Wales  in  refpeft  to  the  fteps  already  taken  on  the 
fubjeA  ?  If  they  had  not,  in  his  opinion,  they  had  treated 
His  Royal  Highnefs  with  very  little  refpefl  or  decorum,  and 
had  a£led  in  a  manner  inconfiftent  with  themfelves. 
Duke  of  The  Duke  of  Richmon J  f3k\d  that,  with  regard  to  the  third 
Richmond  refolution,  he  had  not  the  fmalleft  difficulty  In  telling  the 
noble  Lords  what  he  conceived  to  be  its  meaning,  and  that 
was  all  he  could  undertake.  He  conceived  the  plan  to  be 
purfued,  under  the  authority  of  the  third  refolution,  to  be 
fimply  this:  to  ifTuea  commiffion  under  the  great  leal,  em- 
powering Commiffioners  to  open  the  feflion  of  Parliament; 
then  to  pafs  a  bill,  ena£ting  the  nature  of  the  office  to  be  ex- 
ercifed  by  the  Regent,  and  providing  the  powers  neceflary  for 
the  due  and  effeSual  exertion  of  his  authority;  and  when 
fuch  bill  had  gone  through  its  feveral  ftages,  and  was  ready 
for  the  Royal  aflent,  to  ifTue  another  commiffion,  appointing 
apd  empowering  a  Commiffioner,  in  His  Majefty*s  name,  to 
give  the  Royal  afTent  to  fuch  bill.  With  regard  to'the  charge 
made  againft  HisMajeAy's  Minifters,  of  having  treated  that 
Hpufe  with  indecency,  by  not  having  ftated  to  them  the 
plan  they  intended  to  purfue,  he  really  was  at  a  lofs  togucfs 
on  what  part  of  the  conduct  of  His  Majefty's  Mfnifters>  on 
the  prefent  occafion,  the  noble  Duke  grounded  his  cenfure ; 
every  ftcp  that  His  Majedy's  Miniflers  had  taken,  having 
been  public,  and  having  met  with  the  concurrence  of  their 
Lordfhips.  As  to  tlie  other  charge,  that  of  not  treating  the 
Prince  of  Wales  with  due  refpe6^  and  decorum,  he  did  aflure 
the  noble  Duke  that  he,  as  one  of  His  Majefty^s  fervants, 
felt  the  force  'of  the  remark  deeply,  and  (hould  be  as  ready 
as  any  man  to  acknowledge,  that  if  Miilifters  did  not  com- 
municate both  to  that  Houfe  and  to  His  Royal  Highnefs 
every  raeafure  the^  meant  to  take  refpefiing  the  Regency, 
thpy  would  aft  with  a  very  unbecoming  degree  ofdifrefpcfl  ; 
but,  the  noble  Duke  would  be  fo  good  sts  to  recoiled,  that 
the  bufmefs  of  that  day,  and  the  bufmefs  they  had  hitherto 
been  engaged  in,  were  each  of  them  of  a  very  different  na- 
ture from  that  matter.  They  bad  hitherto  been  emplo^fed 
in  afc^rtaining  their  own  powers,  and  enquiring  what  they 
had  a  rij;ht  to  do,  and  what  they  had  not.  ^  The  vote'of  that 
day,  he  trufled,  would  decide  the  point,  and  then  the  next 
tiling  would  be,  to  proceed,  in  a  parliamentary  way,  to  the 
carrying  their  object  intoefFeft. 
Lord  Lord  Portchefter  obfcrved,  that  it  wps  evident,   from  what 

Port-     had  falen  from  the  noble  Duke,  that  the  Houfe  had -been 
chefler.   called  upon  to  vote  what,  after  all,  they  bad  it  not  in  their 

power 
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power  to  perform.  The  two  Houfes  might  pafs  a  bill,  un- 
doubtedly, through  the  feveral  parliamentary  ftages,  but  no- 
thing could  be  more  clear  than  that  they  conld  not  give  it 
the  Royal  aflent,  becauie  that  important  a£k  muft  depend  on 
the  will  of  another,  on  the  will  of  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  on  the  woolfack.  Before,  therefore,  they  did  fo  abfurd 
a  thing  as  to  put  themfelves  into  a  fituation  that  might  pof- 
fibly  only  prove  their  imbecility,  and  load  them  with  difgrace, 
they  ought  to  be  well  aflured,  that  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  r 
would  obey  the  direftions  of  the  two  Houfes,  let  them  be 
what  they  might,  or  go  to  what  extent  they  would  ;  for,  to 
that  degree  of  obedience,  was  it  necefTary  for  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  to  pledge  himfelf,  before  their  Lordfhips  con- 
fented  to  the  third  refolution.  He  called,  therefore,  on  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  to  (land  up,  and  give  the  Houfe  fa- 
tisfaiflion,  iu  a  point  of  fo  much  importance,  before  they  pro- 
ceeded any  farther.  He  did  not  fuppofe  he  fhould  receive 
any  anfwer ;  but  the  queftion  was  a  fair  one,  and  the  Houfe 
had  an  undoubted  right  to  expedi  a  fatisfac^ory  reply*  ^e 
knew  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  had  too  manly  a  mind  to 
conient  to  perform  an  aft  which  he,  in  his  confcience,  thought 
wrong  ;  and,  therefore,  it  was  the  more  neceffary  previoully 
to  know  his  fentiments. 

Vifcount  5/«fm««/ declared  that  he  had  felt  the  necefiity  Vifcount 
of  having  fome  anfwer  to  the  queftion  put  to  Minifters  by  Stormont. 
the  noble  Lord  near  him,  relative  to  their  intended  proceed- 
ing under  the  authority  of  the  third  refolution,  but  he  was^ 
awaie  of  their  difficulty  ;  he  knew  they  muft  anfwer,  "  We 
*'  cannot  inform  you  what  ftep  we  fhall  yet  take,  bccaufe 
*'  our  gracious  inftruflors,  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  have 
'*  not  yet  told  us  what  we  are  next  to  do."  This  was  one 
ofthevarious  inconveniences  reful ting  from  the  circumftance 
of  the  Houfe  of  Commons  having  taken  the  lead  in  the  whole 
proceeding,  and  their  Lordfliips  having  the  humble  duty  of 
treading  over  the  famcgrouiid  after  them.  This  circumftance 
had  heea  faid  to  lii>ye  been  purely  accidental,  and  he  hoped 
it  was  fo.  He  declared  he  did  not  regret  the  degree  of  power 
to  which  the  Houfe  of  Commons  had,  of  late  years,  arrived ; 
becatfe  he  well  knew  that  it  was,  on  that  account,  the  beft 
fecurity  for  our  liberties,  the  trueft  bulwarkof  the  Conftitu- 
tion  !  He  did  regret,  however,  that  their  Lordihips  loft  fo 
much  of  their  authority,  as  not  to  have  taken  the  lead,  in  a 
proceeding,  which,  of  all  others,  came  moft  properly  within 
their  province;  but  of  that  he  would  fay  no  more  at  prefer t. 
The  noble  Duke,  he  muft  obferve,  was  rather  incorredl  in 
his  recollection,  Cnce  only  one  of  the  refolut ions  had  been 
debated  on  Friday,  and  it  had  been  expreffly  agreed,  when 
the  fecond  and  third  refolutious  were  voted,  at  midnight, 
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not  to  debate  them  at  that  late  hour,  but  that  upon  the  re* 
port,  it  would  be  open  to  every  noble  Lord  to  difcufs  the 
whole  of  the  refolutions  ;  if  he  had  thought  proper,  there- 
fore, he,  or  any  other  noble  Lord,  had  an  undoubted  right 
to  have  confidered  the  prefent  as  an  adjourned  debate,  and 
to  have  gone  into  the  argument  at  large.  A  noble  Lord  near 
him  had  well  obfervcd,  that  the  third  refolution,  after  thejr 
had  voted  it,  could  not  be  carried  into  effedl  by  any  powers 
poffefled  by  the  two  Houfes,  but  mufl  depend  on  the  will 
of  another  perfon.  Lord  Stormont  put  the  cafe,  that  the 
two  Houfes  fliould  pafs  a  bill  for  limiting  the  Regency,  and 
when  they  had  done  fo,  fhould  call  upon  the  perlbn  holding 
the  great  leal  to  annex  it  to  a  commiiTion,  and  give  the 
Royal  aiTent  to  the  bill,  and  that  perfon  (hould  (land  upon 
his  right,  ^nd  lefufe  to  forge  the  great  feal  to  fuch  a  com- 
^niflion.  In  that  cafe,  would  the  two  Houfes  force  the 
holder  of  the  great  feal  to  obey  t  would  they  pafs  a  parlia- 
nientary  cenfure  upon  him,  or  how  would  tl)ey  proceed? 
Itfeeoied  qeedlefs  to  dwell  upon  the  embarralTment  which 
fuch  a  cirpqmllance  would  occafion,  or  contended  that  it 
was  by  HQ  means  improbable  to  occur.  Lord  Stormont  next 
took  notice  of  what  had  fallen  from  a  noble  and  karned 
Lord  on  Friday,  on  the  fubjeft  of  flate  neceffity,  declaring 
that  he  thought  he  had  heard  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
exprefs  a  doubl,  whether  ftate  neceffity  had  not  been  the 
plea  on  which  (hip  money  had  been  formerly  levied.  He  re- 
ferred to  Lord  Clarendon  as  a  perfon  whofe  authority  might 
fafely  be  relied  on?  in  regard  to  the  whole  of  ihat  tranlac- 
tion,  his  Lordihip  having  been  one  of  the  managers  of  the 
impeachment  fent  up  to  that  Houfe  fron>  the  Houfe  of 
Commons,  againft  the  Judge  who  gave  the  infamous  decifion 
on  that  queflioH'  He  ftated  the  particulars,  mentioning 
that  the  King  defired  to  know,  "  If  he  had  any  right  r" — 
When  the  anfwer  was,  *^  That  His  Majefty  had  a  right, 
when  the  State  was  in  danger,  of  which  he  was  the  fo!e 
judge."  This  was,  he  maintained,  exaftly  fimiiar  with 
the  prefent  proceeding.  Tlie  third  refoliHion,  ,he  confefTcd, 
pointed  only  at  one  hill,  but  it  neverthelefs  involved  in  it  all 
the  confiderations  of  executive  Government,  and  proceeded 
pn  the  plea  of  flate  neceffity  to  defire  to  be  entrufted  with 
the  Royal  authority  to  an  uncertain  extent,  limited  by  no- 
thing but  the  difcretion  of  Minifters  ihemfelves.  He  fug- 
gefted  the  difference  between  phyfical  neceffity  and  ftate  ne- 
ceffity, and  argued  that  the  latter  fhould  always  be  governed 
by  the  former;  in  the  prefent  inflance,  there  was,  Jie  faid,  a 
fufficient  degree  of  phyfical  newcfLty  for  the  two  Houfes  to 
flo  fomething,  but  not  to  go  the  extent  aflumed  in  the  third 
^f foluiiou  on  the  plan  01  Aate  neceffity.     lie  adverted  to 
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what  had  fallen  from  the  Duke  of  Richmond  in  a  former  de» 
bate,  relative  to  His  Majefty'sfituation,  when,  upon  his  re- 
covery, he  fhould  find  all  his  fervants  gone,  and  his  politic* 
cal  fyflem  changed ;  and,  after  a  few  obfervations  on  the 
reilridions  likely  to  be  impofed  on  the  Regent,  declared  that 
this  was  the  lad  time  he  fhould  trouble  the  Houfe  on  the 
fubje£lofthe  refolutions;  that  he  was  perfe6lly  content  to 
leave  the  argument  where  it  ilc  od,  having  feen  thofe  who 
had  affeded  to  fiand  up  for  the  Royal  authority,  afTaflinate 
that  authority,  and  flab  the  fovereign  power  with  the  King's 
own  hand,  in  a  manner  which  could  refie£l  no  honour  on 
themfelves.  He  was  content,  the  rather  from  a  confciouf- 
nefs  of  having  been  left  in   a  minority,  the  largefl  in  point  ' 

of  number,  and  the  moll  refpedlable  for  the  talents  of  many 
who  had  made  a  part  of  it,  of  any  minority  ever  known  in 
the  hiftorv  of  Parliament.  He  would  only  farther  trouble 
their  Lnrdfliips,  by  defiring  them  to  call  to  mind  the  condu£t 
pf  thofe  who,  in  the  commencement  of  what  was  called  the 
long  war,  had  refifled  the  ipeafures  then  taken^  and  given 
their  advice  again  ft  them.  Much  were  it  to  be  wifhed,  that 
fuch  advice  had  been  followed,  becaufe,  as  they  all  then 
knew,  had  that  been  the  cafe,  thofe  proceedings,  which  at 
laft  eiuled  in  the  ruin  of  th^  Monarchy  and  thcConftitution, 
might  have  been  prevented  ;  in  like  manner,  if  the  advice 
which  had  been  ^iven  from  the  fide  of  the  Ho\)fe  on  which 
be  flood,  had  been  taken,  much  future  mifchief  might,  pro- 
bably, I  e  prevented  from  taking  place. 

The  Duke  of  JVor/i/i  faid,  that  the  noble  Duke  near  him  Duke  of 
had  not  given  him  a  fatisfadlory  anfwer.  He  had  before,  and  Norfolk. 
did  flill  charge  Minifters  with  having  afled  in  a  manner  in- 
coiififlent  with  themfelves,  if  in  the  proceedings  they  had 
already  taken,  they  hjid  not  confulted  His  Royal  Highnefs 
the  Prince  of  Wales :  but,  the  noble  Duke  had  only  an- 
fwered,  that,  in  the  proceedings  which  remained  to  be  taken, 
HisMajefty's  Minifters  meant  to  confult  His  Royal  High- 
nefs. He  arraig!]ed  iSIinifters  for  their  condudl  hitherto, 
and  rerrofpedlivf  ly,  as  well  as  for  the  conduft  which  they 
appeared  determined  to  follow  in  the  fubfcquent  ftages  of  the 
proceeding. 

The  Duke  of  ^/VA;w/j«/anfwered,  that  before  the  refolu-  Duke  of 
tions  fhould  have  received  the  fanftion  of  the  Houfe,  it  was  Richmond 
impofllble  to  have  confulted  the  Prince  of  Wales,  as  to  the 
fleps  which  the  Houfe  ought  to  purfue.  7  heir  right  to  take 
anyoneftep  whatever,  had  been  queflioned ;  and  therefore  it 
>^ould  have  been  idle,  before  the  right  was  decided,  for  Mi- 
nifters to  have  proceeded  in  any  way  whatfoever.  The 
queftion  of  right  once  decided,  they  would,  undoubtedly, 
f roceed  to  the  ohjeil  itfclf.     For  his  olvn  part,  he  had  not 
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the  fmalleft  intention  to  charge  either  the  noble  Duke  or  the 
noble  Earl  (Lord  Suffolk)  with  any  defign  to  poifon  the  mind 
^  '  t>f  His  Royal  Highnefs  the  Prince  of  Wales  againft  any  par- 

>  ticula  fet  of  men.     His  Royal  Highnefs  ;was  a  manof  fenfe 
'     and  judgement,  and  he  would  chufe  for  himfelf,  and  would 
chufe,  undoubtedly,  on  public,  not  on  private  motives.  He 
"Would  only  fay,  that  if  an  intention  were  formed  any  where 
to  poifon  the  mind  of  the  Prince  againft  any  fet  of  men  what- 
ever, it  was  the  moft  diabolical  attempt  which  could  be  con- 
ceived; it  was  injurious  to  the  intereft  of  the  Prince,  inju- 
rious to  the  intereft  pf  the  country,  and  fcandalous  to  the 
laft  degree. 
Lord         Lord  King  controverted  the  idea  of  Lord  Stormont,  that 
King.     Minifters  had  ftabbed  the  Royal  authority  with  the  King  $ 
bwn  hand.     He  obferved,  that  it  had  been  faid  that  the  pre- 
fent  was  not  a  Parliamlent  regularly  called  together;  an  af- 
fertion  which  he  ^piobated.     The  prefent  Parliament  had 
'  t>een  as  regularly  called  together,  as  any  that  ever  fat. 
The  queftion  was  put,  •and  agreed  to,  and  a  conference  de- 
fired  to  acquaint  the  Commons  therewith. 
The  Houfe  adjourned. 

The  preceding  Debate  gave  occafion  to  the  following 

PROTEST. 

Die  Lun^f   29  Dec.  1788. 

The  ofder  of  the  day  being  read  for  taking  into  confidc- 
ration  the  Report  from  the  Committee  of  the  whole  Houfe 
appointed  to  take  into  conCderation  the  State  of  the  Nation 
and  the  refolutions  of  the  Commons  relative  to  HisMajefty's 
tndifpofition,  and  the  means  of  fupplying  the  defeS  of  the 
perfonal  exercife  of  the  Royal  authority  arifing  therefrom, 
delivered  at  a  conference  on  the  23d  inftant,  which  were  re- 
ferred to.  And  the  Report  of  the  faid  refolutions  being  read 
by  the  clerk, 

Moved,  "  To  agree  with  the  Commons  in  the  faid  refolu- 
^  tions.** 

The  queftion  was  put  thereupon. 

Refolved  in  the  affirmative. 

Diflentient, 
ift.  Pecaufewe  adhere  to  the  ancient  principle  recogniz^l 
and  declared  by  the  a6t  of  the  13th  of  Charles  the  Second, 
that  no  ad  or  ordinance,  with  the  force  and  virtue  ofala^i 
can  be  made  by  either  or  both  Houfes  of  Parliament,  ^'ti^" 
out  the  King's  aflent,  a  principle  ftanding  as  a  bulwark  to 
the*  People  againft  the  two  Houfes,'  as  the  two  Houfes  are 
their  fecurity  againft  the  Crown. 
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lilj.  Bepaufe  this  'principle  is  tacitly  admitted  by  the 
third  refolution,  while  it  overthrows  thepradlice  by  a  fimu- 
late  appearance  of  the  Royal  ailent  under  a  commiilion  to 
pafs  bills,  a  commiflion  which  would  be  inconfiftent  with  the' 
provifions  of  an  a£t  of  33d  Henry  the  Eighth,  requiring  that 
every  coromiffion  fhall  be  figned  by  His  Majefty's  hand.  In 
our  prefent  unhappy  iituation,  that  eilential  requtfite  being 
unattainable,  we  cannot  condefcend  to  give  a  fanftion  to  a 
counterfeit  reprefentation  of  the  Royal  fignature,  and  we 
dare  not  aflume  a  power  todifpenfe  with  the  law  which  makes 
that  fignature  eflential  to  the  validity  of  a  commiilion  to  pafs 
hills. 

3dly.  Becaufe  we  conceive  that  the  unqueftionable  rights 
of  the  People,  fo  fallacioufly  reprefented  as  being  upheld  by 
thefe  refolutions,.are  violently  infringed  by  an  unnecefTary 
afTumption  on  the  part  of  the  two  Houfes  of  ppwers  beyond 
thofe  which  the  Nation  have  affigned  them.  Invariable  prac^  ' 
tice,  in  all  good  times,  and  poiitive  laws  dftabliflied  by  com- 
plete Parliaments,  truly  and  conftitutionally  reprefenting  tiie 
Nation,  nave  defined  thefe  powers.  •  And  we  cannot  but  re- 
gard with  the  utmoft  apprehenfion  any  propofai  to  overftep 
thofe  boundaries,  when  the  cohfequence  of  fuch  ufurpation 
is  fo  fatally  marked  in  the  hiftory  of  our  country. 

4thly.  Becaufe  it  was  confefTed  in  the  debate,  that  the 
powers  of  this  comraiffion  were  not  to  be  confined  folely  td 
the  aft  of  appointing  a  Regent ;  to  what  other  purpofes  they 
may  extend  were  not  explained.  State  necefiity,  the  avowed 
ground  of  the  meafure,  may  ferve  as  the  pretext  to  any  di- 
minution of  thejuft  prerogatives  of  the  Crown,  or  of  the  li- 
berties of  the  People,  that  beft  fuits  the  defigns  of  ambition. 
Fatal  experience  had  ibi?wn  to  our  anceftors  the  boundlefs 
raifchiefs  of  power  thus  ufurped  under  plaufible  appearances  ; 
and  it  is  particularly  the  duty  of  the  Houfe  of  Peers  to  check 
the  renewal  of  a  pracSlice  to  affume  the  name,  without  the 
fuhftance,  of  the  Royal  authority,  by  which  this  Houfe  was 
once  annihilated,  the  Monarchy  overthrown,  and  the  liber- 
ties of  the  People  fubdued. 

5thly.  Becaufe  thefe  dangerous  and  alarming  confequences 
of  the  meafure  adopted  would  have  been  obviated  by  the 
amendment  rejected.  It  propofed  to  fubflitute  a  meafure 
conformable  to  the  pradlice  of  our  anceflors  at  the  glorious 
sera  of  the  Revolution.  They  feized  not  upon  public  necef- 
fity  as  a  convenience  for  the  ufurpation  of  new  powers,  but 
proceeded  in  a  plain  and  explicit  form  to  the  revival  of  the 
Royal  authority  with  full  efficacy,  before  they  entered  upon 
theexercife  of  their  legillative  fundlions.  Purfuing  a  fimilar 
courfe,  the  amendment  propofed  the  immediate  nomination 
of  the  natural  reprefentativc  of  the  King,  the  Heir  Apparent 
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of  the  Crown,  to  whom  >aIonjB  it  was  univerfally  admitted 
the  eyes  and  hearts  of  all  men,  during  the  prefent  unhappy 
conjuiiflure,  were  turned  ;  that  with  a  perfe£l  and  eiEcient 
iegiflature,  fuch  future  provifions  might  be  ena£ted,  as  the 
preiervation  of  the  full  and  undiminiihed  authority  of  the 
Crown  and  the  liberties  of  the  People  may  require. 
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Thurfday^  \Jl  January^  1 789. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  and  Lord  Sydney  having  undcrfioodj 
from  undoubted  authority,  before  the  Houfe  went  toprayersj 
upon  the  preceding  day,  that  theindifpoftti^  of  the  Speaker 
of  the  Houfe  of  Commons  would  moft  certainly  prevent  him 
from  attending  his  duty  on'  the  morrow,  it  was  therefore 
moved  to  adjourn  till  the  Monday  following. 

As  foon  as  the  Lord  Chancellor  had  taken  the  woolftck, 
andLrrd  Sydney  had  moved  thequeflion  of  adjournment, 
Duke  of  The  Duke  of  Norfolk  obferved,  that  he  had  been  informed 
14or£olk.  that  the  Speaker's  indifpofition  was  fuch,  that  it  would  be  as 
much  impoffible  for  him  to  attend  on  Monday  next,  as  at 
the  prefent  moment.  He  therefore  begged  to  be  informed, 
by  any  of  His  Majcfly's  fervants,  whether  it  was  meant,  in 
the  prefbnt  fituation  of  public  affairs^  to  bring  forward  the 

bill 
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bill  in  that  Houie»  which^  had  not  the  illneft  of  the  Speaker 
prevented,  was  to  have  originated  in  the  other  Houfe. 

Lord  Syd9tiy  begged  leave  to  aflure  the  noble  Duke,  that  ^ord 
he  had  rather  farprifed  him  in  what  he  had  aflerted  refpef^ing  Sydney, 
the  Speaker's  illnefs,  who,  fo  far  from  not  being  able  to  at- 
tend the  Hoafe  upon  the  enfuing  Monday,  he  had  learnr^ 
Cnce  he  came  down  to  the  Houfe,  was  much  better  than  he 
had  been  the  day  before.  At  to  what  the  noble  Duke  had 
faid  refpeding  the  other  buflnefs,  it  was  not  in  his  power  as 
yet  to  fpeak  with  information  upon  theYubjcd. 

Tht  Lord  Cbancclhr  AedxtA  the  noble  Duke  to  reft  con- Ld.  Chtn- 
vinced  that  he,  ,for  his  own  pa^t,  would  not  prove  the  caufe  ccUor. 
of  necdlefs  delays;  yet,  lie  felt  it  impoffible  to  give  an  expli- 
cit anfwer  to  the  queflion  of  the  noble  Duke,  not  knowing 
what  other  bufinefs  might  intervene.  The  time  might  be, 
perhaps,  protraAed  by  theneceffity  of choofing  a  new  Speaker, 
With  refped  to  the  mote  important  affair,  it  could  not  be 
too  foon  concluded.  He  ^as  ready  to  meet  what  foe ver  de- 
bate it  might  occafion;  and  the  rather,  as  feveral  points, 
apparently  not  underftood  upon  a  former  day,  might  be  more 
elucidated.  He  (hould  not  iiefitate  to  acknowledge,  that  he 
had  received  accounts  from  another  quarter  of  a  favourable 
nature;  but,  unanfwerable  to  his  anxious  hopes,  they  pre- 
cluded him  from  declaring,  that  an  univerfally  wifhed-for 
recovery  was  near  at  hand.  With  this  flender  information, 
and  yet  the  rooft  whirh  he  cculd  give,  he  tiufted  that  the  • 
noble  Duke  would,  for  the  prefent,  be  contented. 

The  Duke  of  Ncrfoli  again   expreffed  his  wiflies  that  no  Duk«  of 
needlefs  delays  might  arife,  and  that  the  defigns  of  Admini-   ISorfolk. 
ftratlon  might  not  remain  concealed  from  the  Houfes  of  Par- 
liament, and  from  the  Public.  ' 

The  L^rd  Chancelhr  rtow  obferved,  ^hat  he  would,  with  Ld.Chan- 
the  permiiiion  of  the  noble  Duke,  put  the  queftion  of  adjourn-     cdUr. 
ment,   and  afterwards  be  happy  in  having  a  conference  with 
the  noble  Duke. 

The  queflion  was  then  put,  and  die  Houfe  adjourned  to 

*  Monday^  yh  Januury. 

TThe  two  Mailers  in  Chancery  were  fent  with  a  meflage 
to  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  to  delire  a  conferenre ;  and  the 
meflengers  being  returned,  the  names  of  the  Managers  01^ 
behalf  of  the  Lords  were  called  over.  '  Thefe  were,  the  Lord 
Prefident,  Lord  Privy  Seal,  Archbiftiop  of  Canterbury,  Bi- 
fliop  of  London,  Bifhop  of  Hcrreford,  Biftiop  of  Worcefter, 
MarquFs  Townftiend,  Marquis  pf  Carmarthen,  Lord  Syd- 
ney, and  Lord  Hawkefbury.  After  a  fhort  time,  the  Ufhef 
of  the  Black  Rod  came  to  the  bar,  and  acquainted  the  Houiv 
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that  the  Managers  for  the  Commons  were  come,  and  attend- 
ing without. 

'The  names  of  the  Lords  were  again  called  over,  and  they 
withdrew  into  the  Painted  Chamber,  when  the  Lord  Preu- 
dent  acquainted  thofe  who  attended  for  the  Commons,  that 
the  Lords  had  agreed  to  the  refoluiions  fent  up  by  them.  The 
Managers  on.both  fides  then  withdrew. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exch^v^er,  Marquis  of  Worceflcr, 
Maljler  of  the  Rolls,  Sir  Gilbert  Elliot,  and  Mr.  Alderman 
Watfon,  attended  as  Managers  on  behalf  of  the  Commons. 

The  Houfe  being  refumed,  the  queftion  of  adjournment  was 
put,  and  the  Hpufe  adjourned  to 

Monday^   I  ^th  ^anuaij^ 

Earl  of  The  Earl  of  Suffolk  rifing,  obferved,  that  he  meant  to  have 
Suffolk,  made  a  motion  for  the  phylicians  who  had  attended  His  Ma- 
jefty,  to  be  examined  at  the  bar  of  that  Houfe,  and  for  tlic 
exclufion  of  all  Grangers  during  fuch  examination  ;  but,  hav- 
ing confulted  with  fome  noble  Lords,  he  was  advifed  to  defer 
the  motion  until  the  meeting  of  a  fuller  Houfe.  He  there- 
fore begged  to  laave  an  early  day. 

Wednefday  was  named,  and  approved  of. 
The  Houfe  then  adjourned. 

Wednefday^  14th  January. 

Earl  of       The  Earl  of  5i^/t  obferved,  that  as  feveral  of  his  noble 

Suffolk,  friends  were,  in  lome  degree,  averfe  from  the  motion  which 

he   had  an   inteintion  to    bring   forward,    in   deference  to 

' .  their  better  judgements,  he  fliould  now  beg  leave  to  relinqwKh 

it. 

The  Houfe  immediately  adjourned  to. 

Tuefday^  20/A  Jamiary^ 

A  meflage  was  brought  from  the  Houfe  of  Connmons,  5y 
Mr.  Wilberforce,  defiring  a  conference  with  their  Lord- 
Ihips. 

He  withdrew,  and  foon  afterwards  the  Gentleman  Ufhcr 
of  the  Black  Rod  acquainted  the  Houfe,  that  the  Managers 
for  the  Commons  were  attending  without. 

The  Managers  for  the  Lords  were  then  named ;  and  thefc 
were,  the  Lord  Frcfidehtof  the.  Council,  Lord  Privy  Seal, 
Duke  of  Chandos,  Bifhop  of  Salilburyi  Bifliop  of  St.  Da- 
vid's, Marquis  of  Carmarthen,  Lord  Sydney,  and  LonI 
'  Hawkefbury.  They  went  into  the  Painted  Chamber,  and 
'were  met  by  the  Managers  for  the  Commons,  who  were,  the 
Chancellor  of  the  E^ftheqiier,  Mafter  of  the  Rolls,  William 
Wilberforce,  Efq.    Sir  George   Shackburgh,  Hon.  Henry 

6  'Hobart, 
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Hobart,  Hon,  Dud.  Ryder,  J.  P»  Hungerford,  Efq.  Hon. 
lames  Murray,  Sir  Win.  Dolben,^  Matthew  Brickdale,  Efq^. 
Edward  Bearcroft,  Efq.  and  Henry  Addington,  Efq. 

As  foon  as  .they  were  feated,  Mr.  Wilberforce  addrefled 
himfelf  to  the  Lord  Prefident,  and  faid  that  the  Commons 
had  cotne  to  feveral  refolution?,  to  v.hich  they  defined  the 
concurrence  of  their  Lordfhips. 

The  Managers  on  each  fide  withdrew,  and  as  foon  as  the 
Lord  Prefident  and  the  other  Lords  had  returned  to  their 
places  in  the  Houfr,  the  Lord  Prefident  acquainted  their 
Lord/hips,  that  he  had  received  from  the  Managers  for  the 
Commons  feveral  refolutions,  which  he  defired  might  be  read 
by  the  clerk;  and  xht  fame  having  been  read,  his»Lordfhip 
then  moved,  **  That  this  Houfe  do,  on  Thurfday  next,  re^ 
"  folve  itfelf  into  a  Committee  on  the  prefent  State  of  the 
"  Nation." 

Lord  Rawdon  obferved,  that  he  could  not  avoid  contend-     Lori! 
ing  againfl  even  this  delay,  and  wilhed  to  know  what  objec-  Rawdon. 
tionsthe  noble  and  learned  Lord  could  have  to  the  invelli^ 
gation  of  the  fubjedl  upon  the  day  immediately  following  ? 

Esir\  CafndfTi  (Lord  Prefident)  anfwered,  that  upon  the  Eirl 
ground  of  what  he  confidered  as  proper,  and,  indeed,  incjif-  Ctrndcn- 
penfable  delicacy,  he  had  propofed  to  bring  on  the  bufinefs 
on  Thurfday.  He  conceived  it  ncceflary  that  one  day  fhould 
be  allowed  to  give  nob.le  Lords  an  opportunity  of  looking 
into  the  refolutions,  of  deliherating  upon  them,  and  of  form- 
ing a'fober  and  ferious  opinion,  before  they  came  to  give  their 
final  vote  on  the  fubjeft. 

Lord  Rawdon  anfwered,  that  the  reafoning  of  the  noble      Lord 
and  learned  Lord  would  have  had  its  full  weight,  if  the  nature  Rawdon. 
of  the  matter  contained  in  the   refolutions  had  carried  with 
it  a  degree  of  novelty.     It  was,  however,  not   novel ;  the 
fuhjefl  had  been  amply  talked  over  by  their  Lordftiips,  and, 
confequently,  the  arguments  of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord    ■ 
had  not    their  ufual  efficacy.     For  his   own  part,  although 
not  meaning  to  oppofe  the  motion,  he  confidered  the  delay  as 
extremely  necdiefs. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  begged  leave  to  in  treat  the  noble  Lord  Ld.  Chsiiu 
(Rawdon)  either  to  propoie  an  amendment,  or  he  wiftied  his  cellor. 
Lordftiip  would  explain  what  he  meant,  by  faying  the  fub- 
jeft  had  been  amply  talked  over.  He  trufted  that  the  noble 
Lord  would  not  leave  the  prefent  converfation  to  be  taken 
advantage  of  on  a  future  day,  on  a  fuppofition  that  the  fub- 
jcft  having  been  amply  talked  over,  all  fufther  inveiligation 
Would  become  unnecefl[ary. 

Lord  Rawdon  anf^Vered,  that  he  ftill  continued  to  conceive      Lord 
*hat  no  delay  was  neceffary ;  he  conceived  fo,  on  the  ground  Rawdon. 
of  their  LordHiips  being  fully  acquainted  with  the  fubjedt 
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of  the  refolutions.  The  matter  was  not  novel ;  it  had  amply 
,  heen  talked  oyer ;  but,  in  fo  faying,  he  did  nbt  mean  to  take 
any  advantage,  and  to  preclude  farther  difcuflton.  He  fm- 
cerely  hoped  it  might  .again  be  amply  talked  over,  and  dif- 
cufied  in  every  point,  not  fo  much  to  enable  noble  Lords  to 
form  their  opinions,  which,  in  a  great  meafure,  mud  be  al* 
ready  formed,  but  for  the  information  of  the  Public,  who 
ought  to  be  fully  acquainted  with  every  particular  of  a  bufi* 
nefs  fo  important. 

The  queflion  was  then  put  and  agreed  to;  the  refolotioni 
ordered  to  be  referred  to  the  faid  Committee,  and  the  Lords 
to  "be  fnmmoned. 

The  Houfe  adjourned  to 

The  Archbiftiop  of  Canterbury  moved,  "  That  the  Lord 
"  Bifliop  of  Lincoln  be  defired  to  preach  in  the  Abbey 
**  Church,  Weftminfter,  on  the  30th  of  this  infiant  Ja- 
**  nuary," 

^The  Houfe  then  adjourned  during  pleafure,  and  being  re- 
fumed,  the  order  of  the  day  for  the  Houfe  to  refolve  itfelf 
into  a  Committee,  ViHi  read,  and  the  queilion  being  put  and 
agreed  to, 

The  Lord  Chancellor  left  the  woolfack,  and  Lord  Wal- 
fiiighnm  went  to   the  table  as   Chairman  of  the  Commit* 
tee.     The  firft  refolution  being  read  by  the  clerk. 
Earl  Earl  Camdi/tj  having  adverted  to  the  progrefs  of  the  bn- 

Camden,  (inefs,  and  the  caution  which  had  been  exercifed,  the  two 
Houfes  neither  manifcfting  precipitation  on  the  one  hand, 
.  nor  unneceflary  delay  on  the  other,  added,  that  he  could  not 
perceive,  without  extreme  concern,  that  a  tafk  of  fuch  un* 
precedented  weight  fliould  have  devolved  on  Miniflers,  and 
that  he  was  chofen  to  fubmit  10  the  attention  of  their  Lord* 
/hips  the  bufinefs  in  queflion.  That  Minifters  had  under- 
taken it,  was  an  unavoidable  a£t  of  duty,  and  reludantiy 
as  he  owned  he  flood  up  to  addrefs  their  Lordfhips,  feeling, 
from  his  advanced  period  of  life,  every  day  ilronger  and 
llronger  reafons  to  wifh  to  retire  from  the  hurry  of  hufinefsj 
he  had  the  more  willingly  confented  to  flate  the  refolotioni 
brought  up  from  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  and  explain  their 
principles,  as  he  trufted  it  would  be  the  Infl  a£l  pf  his  official 
political  life.  Haiving  mentioned  the  clrcumilance  of  H» 
Majeily^s  incapacity,  and,  what  he  called,  the  undoubted 
tight  which  had  been  decided  on  as  refling  with  the  two 
Houfes  of  Parliament  to  fupply  the  deficiency,  by  appointing 
whom  they  thought  proper,  and  with  what  power  they  chofe, 
to  the  exercife  of  the  prefent  dormant  and  fufpendeo  t^^^^ 
of  the  executive  branch  of  the  L-^iflaturei  Earl  Camden  re* 

capita* 
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capitulated  all  that  had  pafled  in  the  previoui  debatet  on  the 
qaeflion  of  right,  declaring,  that  the  queftion  had  been  ftarted 
irregularly^  and  all  upon  a  fudden,  but  that  it  had  as  fuddenly 
dilappeared.  Where  the  claim  of  right  was  now  to  he  found 
he  knew  not.  Certain  it  was,  that  it  could  not  be  traced  in 
theproteft  on  their  Lordfliips*  journals.  That  queftion  being 
over,  it  remained  for  him  to  proceed  to  ftate  what  had  pa^d 
fince.  A  farther  examination  of  His  Majefty's  phyficians 
had  taken  place,  which  he  did  not  mean  to  quarrel  with,  or 
find  fault  with  the  principle  on  which  k  originated,  but  it 
had  certainly  employed  a  great  deal  of  time.  From  thar 
examination,  His  Majefty's  illnefs  appeared  to  be  neither  fa- 
ta), nor  incurable ;  on  the  contrary,  it  was  agreed  by  all  the 
phyficians,  that  his  probability  ot  cure  was  as  great  as  ever» 
and,  in  all  likelihood,  the  malady  would  continue  but  for  a 
Ihort  time.  It  was  impoffible  to  afcertain  the  probable  du- 
ration of  His  Majefty's  illnefs ;  it  might  continue  a  year,  or 
a  year  and  a  half,  and  it  might  extend  as  long  as  two  years. 
If  it  (hould  continue  longer,  it  had  been  declared  that,  in  all 
probability,  the  hopes  of  recovery  would  be  confiderably 
leflened ;  they  were,  therefore,  to  provide  the  temporary 
means  of  fupplying  the  dekSt  in  the  exercife  of  the  Royal 
authority,  by  providing  for  the  deficiency  and  for  the  fafety 
of  His  Majefty  on  his  throne.  The  refolutions  to  be  offered 
to  their  Lordmips  were  calculated  for  two  purpofes ;  they 
would  provide  fully  for  the  exercife  of  the  executive  power 
with  vigour  and  ene£t,  as  well  as  for  the  fafety  and  refpe£k 
that  was  juftly  due  to  the  Sovereign.  .  He  would  not  trouble 
the  Committee  on  that  part  of  the  refolutions  which  gave  the 
care  of  the  King's  perfon  to  Her  Majefty,  not  conceiving 
that. any  noble  Lord  would  make  the  leaft  objeAion  to  fuch 
a  meafure ;  elfewhere,  indeed,  reports  of  the  impropriety  of 
fuch  a  truft,  had  circulated,  and  refle£lions  had  been  thrown 
on  that  great  Perfonage ;  but,  as  he  was  convinced  every 
Lord  would  feel  with  him,  that  thofe  refledt ions  were  illiberal 
and  indecent,  he  would  fay  nothing  farther  on  the  fubjeft. 
Ihe  only  refolutions  that  he  expedted  to  be  objei^ed  to 
were,  the  one  for  limiting  His  Royal  Highnefs  in  the  ex- 
ercife of  the  prerogative  of  creating  Peers,  and  that  of  the 
continuance  of  houfhold  ofBces,  under  the  diredion  of  Her 
Majefty.  Earl  Caihden  here  fpoke  of  the  danger  of  entruft- 
ing  the  power  of  creating  Peers  to  any  but  the  Sovereign^ 
who  having  a  life-intereft  in  his  government,  was  the  leaft 
likely  to  injure  it,  by  beftowing  with  too  lavifli  a  hand  the 
honours  6f  the  Peerage.  No  danger  could  arife  from  tho 
fnfpenfion,  for  a  (hort  time,  of  that  power,  as  no  merit  need 
l>e  damped ;  fince^  during  the  Regency,  if  any  one  was  ib 
diflinguiihed  by  his  merits  in  any  department,  as  to  be  a 

worthy 
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woVthy  objeft  of  fuch  honour,  he  could  be  made  a  Peer  by 
an  a<^  of  Parliament,  figned  by  the  Regent,  as  Sir  John 
Cornwall  was  created  in  the  reign  of  Henry  VI.  Indil'pen- 
fable,  in  his  opinion,  was  the  neceflity  of  confining  the  power 
of  creating  Peers  to  the  Crown,  fo  long  as  a  profpedt  exifled 
of  Hi$  Majefty*s  recovery  ;  a  certain  quota  of  Peers  to  be 
created  fell  to  the  Ihare  and  within  the  compafs  of  each  reign, 
and  a  prudent  Prince  would  neither  diflribute  with  a  laviibi 
nor  with  a  niggardly  hand,  but  fleering  between  the  two  ex- 
tremes, woulclpreferve  the  happy  medium.  Reft  raining  the 
''  new  Government  from  making  Peers,  was   in  efFed  doing 

them  fer.vice,' and  keeping  them  out  of  the  way  of  temptation. 
With  refpe6l  to  the  neceflity  of  keeping  the  right  of  creat- 
ing Peers  facred  to  the  Royal  perfon,  he  fliould  beg  leave  to 
appeal  to  the  Houfe,  whether,  in  the  ordinary  cafes  that  oc- 
curred in  the  courfe  of  law,  they  did  nor  allknow,  that  a  te- 
nant for  life  had  no  power  to  cut  down  timber,  whefreasa 
tenant  in  tail  was,  in-  law,  allowed  its  free  exercife  Ar- 
guing oii  the  propriety  of  the  houfehold  completely  reftingin 
the  management  of  Her  Majefty,  to  enable  her  to  difchargc 
the  duties  ofhertruft;  hefaid,  the  only  argument  that  was 
likely  to  be  urged  againft  it  was,  that  it  would  create  an  im- 
proper influence,  and  that  the  new  Government  would  be  un- 
able to  proceed  in  public  bufinefs,  without  having  the  pa- 
tronage of  thofe  offices,  the  Lords  of  the  Bedchamber,  and 
others.  The  pofition  that  the  patronage  to  the  houfehold 
officers  was  absolutely  necefl!ary  to  the  Regent's  Government, 
was  truly  abfurd  and  ridiculous;  for,  would  any  noble  Lord 
ferioufly  contend,  that  without  fuch  an  iniignificant  number 
of  votes  as  the  Lords  of  the  Bedchamber  amounted  to,  an  M- 
miniftration  could  not  proceed  1  in  public  bufinefs?  Would 
they  fay  that  the  patronage  of  the  navy,  of  the  army,  of  the 
church,  of  the  law,  of  the  cuftoms  and  of  the  excife,  of  the 
Eaft  and  Weft  Indies,  and  other  confiderable  patronage,  which 
would  be  annexed  to  the  Regency,  would  not  be  fufficientto 
enable  a  new  Adminiftration  to  carry  on  the  Government, 
unlefs  they  alfo  had  the  addition  of  a  dozen  more  votes?  If 
their  Adminiftration  was  conduced  on  good  and  beneficial 
principles  to  the  country,  no  fuch  vote  would  be  neceiTary; 
but  if,  on  the  contrary,  they  purfued  prejudicial  and  bad 
meafures,  not  their  votes,  nor  ten  times  the  number,  would 
protedi  them- from  the  voice  and  influence  of  the  People.  He 
deprecated  any  change  in  the  management  6f  any  part  of  the 
houfehold,  not  only  as  highly  difrefpe^lful  to  His  Majeftyi 
but  dangerous  ;  fince,  if  thofe  wliom  His  Majefty  had  ap- 
pointed as  the  heads  of  different  departments  in  his  houfe- 
hold ftiould  be  removed,  to  make  room  for  others  whofe  faces 

he  had  never  feen,  nor  ever  wiftied  to  fee,  it  might  be  tlic 
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means  of  an  attempt  to  intade  the  Royal  chamber,  of  indi« 
redly  taking  poiSeffion  of  His  Majefty's  perfon,  and  they 
might  ilrip  his  palace  of  every  thing  valuable,  and  'every 
thing  which  he  held  dear.  Another  argument,  he  obferved^ 
h;id  been  ufed  againft  intrufting  the  patronage  of  thofe  o£B(;es 
in  the  houfehold  with  Her  Majefly,  fearing  it  would  be  ex-  , 

ercifed  in  favour  of  a  malignant  and  fadlious  oppoiition*  This 
was  not  likely ;  for,  no  one  would  believe  that  the  great  and 
amiable  Perfonage  appointed  to  have  the  care  of  the  King^s 
perfon,  would  permit  the  ufe  of  her  power  to  be  exerciled 
againil  the  good  government  of  her  fon*  It  was  alfo  un- 
likely, from  another  reafon^the  improbability  of  thofe  with 
whom  he  aAed  entering  into  an  oppofition  to  the  interefts 
of  that  country  in  the  fupport  of  which  they  had  exerte4 
their  abilities  ;  they  would  not  degrade  them  (elves  by  form- 
ing an  unprincipled  or  a  faf^ious  oppofition  ;  they  had  n«t, 
white  in  office,  done  any  a£l  to  forfeit  their  popularity ;  they 
bad,  in  all  their  meafures,  had' the  good  fortune  to  be  fup- 
ported  by  the  voice  of  the  People ;  they  had  exerted  them- 
felves  fuccefsfuUy  for  their  interefts ;  they  had  been  crowned 
with  their  plaudits ;  and,  in  their  laft  a(^,  were  they  exert- 
ing themielves  for  the  rights  of  the  People :  they  could  not 
quit  the  public  feryice,  therefore,  at.  a  more  fortunate  mo- 
ment. It  was,  then,  very  improbable,  that,  after  having 
been  fo  long  in  poficrffion  of  popularity,  they  would  deflroy 
it  by  entering  into  a  malignant  oppofition,  and  iliewing  that 
they  aded  upon  other  motives  than  thofe  of  the  public  good. 
His  Majefty's  Minifters  now  had  no  power,  but  Oppofition 
had  all  the  power  which  at  prefent  exifted.  In  conclufion,  , 
the  Lord  Prefldent  moved,  **  That  the  refolution  be  read  ;" 
which  being  read  accordingly,  the  firft  refolution  was  put, 

''  That  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  Committee  to  agree  with 
"  the  refolution.  That  for  the  purpofe  of  providing  for  thq 
"  cxercife  of  the  King's  Royal  authority,  during  the.  conti- 
*'  nuance  of  His  Majefty's  illnefs,  in  fach  manner,  and  to 
**  fuch  extent,  as  the  prefent  circumftances  of  the  urgent 
*'  concerns  of  the  nation  appear  to  require,  it  is' expedient 
"  that  His  Royal  Highnefs,  the  Prince  of  Wales,  being  re- 
**  fident  within  the  realm,  fhall  be  empowered  to  exercife  and 
**  adminifter  the  Royal  authority,  according  to  the  laws  and 
**  conftitution  of  Great  JBritain,  in  the  name  and  on  the  be- 
'*  half  of  His  Majefty,  under  the  ftyle  and  title  of  Regent  of 
**  the  Kingdom,  and  to  ufe,  execute,  and  perform,  in  the 
"  name,  and  on  the  behalf  of  His  Majefty,  all  authorities, 
'*  prerogatives,  adls  of  Government,  and  adminiftration  of 
"  the  fame,  which  belong  to  the  King  of  this  Realm,  to  ufe,  ■ 
"  execute,  and  perform,  according  to  the  law  thereof,  fubjedi 
^  to  fuch  limitations  and  exceptions  as  fliall  b^  provided.  ^ 
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Sari  Earl  Fauconierg  declared  that  he  could  not  avoid  repelling, 
Faacon*  with  indignation,  an  idea  which,  if  he  heard  the  words  dif- 
berg,  tindtly,  feemed  to  have  been  conceived  bv  the  noble  and 
learned  Peer,  who,  he  anderftood  to  have  faid,  that  the  votes 
of  the  Lords  of  the  Bedchamber  were  infignificant^  and  uo- 
worthy  of  conlideration.  Gracious  Heaven  !  was  he  to  hear 
^  in  that  Hpufe,  that,  becaufe  he  was  a  Lord  of  the  Bcdcham* 
her,  his  vote  was  not  worthy  of  confideration  ?  He  truiled, 
his  vote  was  as  good  and  as^worthy  of  refped,  as  any  noble 
Lord's  in  that  Houfd.  He  had  been  appointed  a  Lord  of  the 
Bedchamber  ten  years  ago.  Lord  Afliburnham  wrote  to 
him,  unfolicited  on  his  part,  intimating  the  honour  to  which 
he  had  been  appointed ;  and,  when  he  faw  Lord  Afliburn- 
ham, the  noble  Lord  did  not  take  him  into  a  comer,  and 
fay,  **  You  are  expeAed  to  Vote  fo  and  fo.**  If  ihc  noble 
Earl  had  treated  him  in  that  manner,  he  hoped  tlieir  Lord- 
fhips  would  give  him  credit,  when  be  declared,  he  would 
inftantly  have  fpumed  at  tlie  profFered  honour.  He  felt 
what  had  been  that  day  (aid,  as  a  difgrace  to  the  heir  of  a 
noble  family*  fome  of  whom  had  bled  in  the  fervice  of  their 
country.  Jt  was  true,  he  had  given  his  fupport  id  Jth^  pre- 
fent-Adminiilration,  but  he  had  given  it  from  principle  and 
honour,  and  in  no  other  manner  would  he  ever  give  his  vote. 
He  repeated,  that  the  honour  done  him,  by  appointing  him 
one  of  His  Majeftv's  Lords  of  the  Bedchamber,  was  not  for 
the  purpofe  of  fecuring  his  vote :  had  any  fuch  condition 
been  propofed,  or  had  he  ever  conceived  that  it  had  been  ex-» 
peded  he  (hould,  in  cohiequence  of  that  office,  be  under  the 
neceffity  of  fupporting  every  Adminiftration,  be  it  what  they 
might,  he  aflui«d  their  Lordihips,  upon  his  honour,  that  he 
would  never  have  accepted  the  office,  but  would  have  le* 
jeded  it  with  the  difdain  which  fo  unworthy  a  propofa! 
would  havejuftly  merited. 
Earl  Earl  Comkrn  anfwered,  that  it  was  not  without  the  utmcil 
Camdco.  uneaiinefs  that  he  perceived  that  the  noble  Lord  (hould  have 
taken  ofience  at  any  thing  which  had  fallen  from  him ;  ^e 
meant  no  difrefpe^  to  the  noble  Lord ;  he  knew  that  his 
"  Lordflitp  pofleiled  too  much  honour,  for  a  moment  to  be  in- 
fluenced in  his  vote  by  the  office  which  he  held  ;  and  he  had 
no  fcruple  to  avow,  that  he  believed  the  fame  of  every  one  of 
the  noble  Earfs  colleagues.  He  did  not  fay  that  his  Lord- 
fliip*sor  their  LordOiips'  votes  were  infignificant,  or  of  no 
confequence;  but  he  had,  in  dating  the  argument  that  wai 
ufed  elfewhere  againft  Her  Majefty's  having  the  difpofal  ot 
thofe  offices,  obferved,  that  not  their  votes  individuallf  were 
infignificant,  or  of  no  confequence,  but  that  the  difference 
in  number  of  twelve  or  fourteen  votes,  was  infignificant  to 
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Lord  Winchelfea  conceived    the  noble  and  learned  Lord  to  Ld.  Win- 
'  have  fpoken,  as  he  had  explained  himi'elf,  and  that  no  reflec-    chelfca. 
tion  or  dilhonour  vrhatever  was  meant  to  be  thrown  on  the 
Lords  of  His  Majefty's  Bedchamber.    All  the  refledlions  that 
had  been  fuggefted  againft  the  Lords  of  His  Majefty's  Hed-  ' 
chamber  in. any  place^  he  afcribed  to  party  motives,  and  as 
too  contemptible  to  merit  the  I'malleil  notice. 

The  Bifhop  oi  Landaffvok  next,  and,  after  highly  com-  Bifliop  of 
mending  the  fpirit  and  ienfibility  of  the  two  noble  Lords  who  Landaff. 
had  refented  the  fuppofed  indignity  which  had  been  ofFered  to 
the  Lords  of  the  Bedchamber,  by  the  noble  Earl  who  had 
opened  the  debate,  though  he  could  not  think  that  any  of- 
fence was  meant,  proceeded  toobferve,  that  fimilar  intima« 
tions  of  the  dependency  of  the  Scots  Peers,  and  of  the  Bench 
ofBiibops,  were  not  unfrequently  given  in  that  Houfe,  and 
in  other  places;  that  he,  for  one,  fpurned  the  imputation 
with  contempt;  that  he  felt  it  injurious  to  himfelf,  and  he 
believed  it  to  be  injurious  to  the  6ther  noble  and  right  reve- 
rend perfons  to  whom  it  was  applied.  He  then  fa«d,  that  he 
would  not  troubie  their  Lordiliips  with  a  long  fpeech,  and 
that  he  knew  not,  indeed,  whether  he  ought  to  trouble  them  * 
with  any  ;  for  that  he  had  not  the  prefumption  to  think  th^t 
it  would  be  in  his  power  much  toilluftrate  a  fubjeft,  which, 
as  to  a  main  part  of  it,  had  already  received  fo  ample  a  dif- 
cuffion  on  a  former  day.  But,  he  trufted  the  Houfe  would 
forgive  him,  ifhefaid,  that  he  felt  a  Angular  (at isfidV ion  in 
being  allowed  an  opporttinity  of  delivering  his  fentiments 
plainly  and  publicly  on  as  great  a  conflitutional  oueilion,  as 
had  ever  been  agitated  in  that  Houle  fince  the  Revolution. 
He  would  endeavour  to  do  it  vdth  as  much  perfpicuity  and 
with  as  much  brevity  as  poflible. 

He  would  not,  he  faid,  mifp^nd  any  portion  of  their  Lord- 
fliips'time,  in  deploring  the  fad  neceffity  for  that  day's  debate. 
The  calamity  with  which  the  nation  was  afflifted,  would 
have  been  a  great  onie,  had  the  Monarch  been  a  bad  one ; 
what  it  was  now,  was  far  more  eafily  to  be  conceived  by 
th^m,  than  it  could  be  exprefled  by  him ;  for,  they  would 
liften  to  him  with  impatience  and  difdain,  if  he  undertook, 
by  reafoning,  to  prove,  what  was  felt  by  all,  tliat  it  was  one 
of  the  greateft  which  could  have  befallen  us  as  a  People  ;  all 
ranks,  all  parties,  all  individuals,  who  had  any  value  for  the 
Conftitution,  agreed  in  thinking  that  it  was  fo;  and  all,  he 
hoped,  united  in  prayi^ig  to  Almighty  God  to  relieve  us  from 
it>  by  reftoring  our  afflidled  Sovereign  to  perfedl  fanity  of 
body  and  mind. 

But,  my  Lords,  he  continued,  till  it  fhall  plenfe  Almighty 
God  to  do  this,  my  opinion  is, — I  humbly  fubmit  it  to  the 
Houfe,  with  that  firmnefs  which  becomes  an  impartial  in- 
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qatrer  after  troth,  but  with  that  diffidence  alfo,  which  be- 
comes a  man  frequently  confcious  of  his  inability  to  attain 
it,  and  who,  on  every  difficult  queftion,  'Xrhether  of  policy, 
philofophy,  or  re^gion,  is,  by  nature  and  habit,  more  difpofed 
to  doubt,  than  to  dogmatize — my  clear  opinion,  however, 
is,  that  in  the  very  outfet  of  this  buGnefs,  as  foon  as  ever 
the  two  Houfes  of  Parliament  had,  by  folemn  inveftigation, 
afcertained  the  (Ingle  fa£l  of  the  King  s  incapacity  to  govern 
the  landi  they  ought  to  have  impowered  (I  beg,  my  Lords, 
it  KPay  be  obferved  that  I  queftion  not   the  competency 
of  the  two  Hcufes  to  impower)   His  Royal  Highnefs  the 
Printe  of  Wales,  the  next  in  blood  to  the  Throne,  by  a  com- 
miffion  under  the  great  feal,  or  otherwife,  to  take  upon  hini, 
not,  I  think,  the  whole  regal^powery  (though  that  would  have 
been  a  more  JuAifiable  and  conftitutional  mode  than  what 
has  been  followed)  but  the  whole  legiftative  authority  of  the 
King.     The  Lrgiflature  being,  by  this  one  a£l  of  neceffitVi 
completed,  and  the  Conftitution  reftored  to  its  vigour,  by 
the  Prince  of  Wales  prefiding  in  Parliament  as  his  Fatbcr*i 
Commiffioner,  the  next  flep  ihould  have  been  for  the  Parlia- 
ment,  I  mean  the  complete  Parliament,  to  have  appointed  a 
Regent  whom  they  thought  fit,  and  with  or  without  limi- 
tations as 'they  thought  fit.     For,  though  I  think  it  would 
have  been  highly  improper  for  the  Legiflnture  to  have  ap- 
pointed  any  perfon  Regent,  except  the  Prince  of  Wales,  or 
to  have  appointed  him  Regent,  with  any  other  check  or  con- 
trol, except  fuch  as  the  Conftitution  has  thrown  around  the 
Kin^  hirafelf,  in  the  exercife  of  his  power,  yet  I  admit,  in 
the  fulled  extent,  that  the  Legiflature  would  have  had  both 
the  power  and  the  right  to  have  done  otherwife.  A  Regency 
being  fettled,  not  by  the  two  Houfes  of  Parliament,  but  by 
the  whole  Legiflature,  the  next  ftep  (hould  have  been,  to 
make  the  beft  poffible  provifion  for  the  guardian/hip  of  the 
King*s  perfon,  for  the  fecurity  of  his  private  property,  and 
for  his  te-aflumption  of  all  his  public  rights  of  Sovereignly, 
as  foon  as  ever  it  fhould  pleafe  God  to  put  him  in  a  capacity 
to  enjoy  them.     This  mode  of  proceeding  would,  I  humbly 
th|nk,  have  been  the  leaft  perplexed,  and  the  moft  conftitu* 
tional,  which  could  have  been  followed ;  another  mode  hat 
been  adopted,  and  limitations  of  the  Regent's  power  have 
been  propofed ;  and  as  I  can  neither  approve  of  the  mode  in 
which  the  limitations  are  propofed  to  be  eftabliihed,  nor  of 
the  limitations  themfelves,  I  think  it  incumbent  on  roe  to 
flate  the  reafons  of  my  difient. 
»      I  begin,  my  Lords,  with  advancing  a  proportion,  which 
will  be  denied  by  none  ;  the  propoHtipn  is  this— That  the 
monarchical  power  of  a  King  of  Great  Britain  is  not  an  «f*'- 
tiary  but  a  fJucidtry  pQwer ;  a  truft  committed  by  the  com* 
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inunity  at  large  to  one  indivitltjal,  to  be  execcifedby  htm  in 
obedience  to  the  hw  of  the  land,  and,  in  certain  cafes,  ac* 
cording  to  his  own  difcretion,  but  in  fubferviency  to  the 
pubiic  good.     This  proportion  is  one  of  the  moft  fundamen- 
tal principles  of  our  Conflitution,  and  of  every  free  Confti- 
tution  in  the  world  ;  its  trutn  cannot  be  queftioned  ;  and  its 
truth  being  admitted,  itjetms  to  follow,  as  a  legitimate  con- 
fequence,  .that  whenever  the  individual  to  whon\^  the  com- 
munity has  committed  this  truft,  (hall  become  incapable  of 
executing  it,  the  trufi  it&lf  ought  to  revert  to  the  commu/- 
nity  at  large^  to  be  by  them  delegated,  pro  umpore,  to  fome 
other  perfon,  to  be  exercifed  bj  that  other  perfon,  for  the 
fame  comtnon  end,  the  promotion  01  the  common  welfare* 
It  might  otherwife  happen  that  one  man's  misfortune  might 
become  the  occaflon  of  all  nfen^s  ruin.    But  if,  during  the 
prefent  incapacity  of  the  King,  the  trull  which  has  been 
given  to  him,  not  for  his  benefit,  but  for  the  benefit  of  thofe 
who  gave  it  to  him,  does  in  fad  revert  to  the  community, 
then  may  the  community  delegate,  till  the  King's  recovery, 
the  whole  or  any  part  of  that  truft  to  whomfoever  they  think 
fit.     Upon  this,  or  fome  fuch  general  ground  of  reafoning, 
I  prefume,  the  proportion  has  been  founded  which  maintains, 
that  the  Prince  of  Wales  has  no  more  right  to  the  Regency^ 
previous  to  the  defignation  of  the  two  Houfes  of  Parliament, 
(which  may  be  fuppofed  to  reprefent  tjie  community  at  large) 
than  any  other  perfon.     My  Lord.<,  I  conceive  this  reafoning 
is  not  true;  it  would  have  been  true,  had  the  law  been  abfo- 
lutely  iilent  as  to  what  was  to  become  of  the  truft,  when  he 
to  whom  it  Was  given  became  incapable  of  exercifing  it :  but 
the  law  is  not  (ilent.     In  one  cafe  in  which  the  King  becomes 
incapable  of  executing  the  traft  committed  to  him,  the  law 
has  clearly  and  pofittvely  faid-— <<  No,  the  truft  fhall  not 
**  tevert  to  the  Community  at  large,  the  Community  per- 
*^  ftStly  know  the  mifchic/  of  fuch  a  reverfion,  they  will 
*'  have  nothing  to  do  with  it ;  it  fhall  go,  according  to  the 
"  eAabltffaed  ordtf r  of  fucceffion,  entire  to  the  Heir."    This 
>s  the  expiefs  declaration  of  law,  when  the  King  becomes  by 
'^th  incapable  of  exercifing  the  trufl  committed  to  him ;  and 
the  analogy  of  law  fpeaks  the  fame  language  in  the  prefent 
^fe;  it  fays,  "  No,  the  truft  fhall  not  revert  to  the  Com- 
*'  munity,  it  fhall  go  pro  temp'^tre^  and  it  fhall  go  whole  and 
^'  entire  to  the  next  in  fucceilion  to  the  Crown  ;  it  fliatl  go 
**  to  the  Prince  of  Wales,  who  is  of  an  age  to  receive,  and 
"  of  a  capacity  to  execute,  the  trufl  for  the  public  good."    I 
fay  not,  my  Lords,  that  the  Prince  of  Wales  has  a  legal 
I'ight  to  the  truft,  but  I  do  mofl  firmly  contend  that  he  has 
Inch  a  title  to  it  as  cannot  be  fet  afide,«  without  violating 
^^^  ftrongefl  and  moft  irrefragable  analogy  of  law  ;  and  in 
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what  fuch  an  analogy  differs  from  law  itfelf,  I  fubmit  to  your 
Lordfhips'  mature  deliberation.  We  have  heard  much  on 
'  this  occafion  of  the  word  right ;  but  no  one  has  condefcended 
to  define  Ft.  Now,  my  Lord^,  if,  with  Grotiusy  we  define 
rights  as  applied  to  things,  to  be  a  moral  power  of  poffeffing 
a  thing  in  conformity  to  law,  it  is  certain-  the  Prince  of 
Wales  can  have  no  right  to  the  Regency  ;  for  the  caie  has 
never  occurred  in  our  hiftory,  of  a  K  ng  being  incapable  of 
governing,  when  an  Heir  Apparent  was  of  full  age  to  govern, 
therefore  there  is  no  unwritten  law  ;  and  every  body  knows 
that  there  is  rm  ftatute  law  refpeSing  the  point ;  therefore 
the^re  is  no  law,  and  where  there  is  no  law,  there  can  be  no 
conformity  to  law,  and  where thtre  is  no  conformity  to  law, 
theie  can  be  no  right.  But  if  we  define  right  to  be  amoral 
power  of  poffeffing  a  thing,  coiififtently  ,wnh  law  ;  and  if  wc 
admit  x\r.\x.  what  is  not  forbidden  bylaw,  is  confident  withlaw, 
\vhereisrhe  law,  written  or  unwritten,  which  forbids  the 
Prince  ot  Wales  from  exercifing  the  executive  Government 
of  the  country,  during  tfhe  incapacity  of  his  Father?  It 
mic^ht,  I  think,  be  Pv.nvns  tlut  the  law  forbids  every  other 
peifn  in  the  kingdom  from  doing  this,  hut  I  doubt  whether 
it  could  he  fljeWn  tliat  it  foiblds  the  Prince  of  Wales.  I  beg 
pardon  for  troubling  your  \  oidiliips  with  thefe  logical  diftinc- 
tions  ;  yet,  on  fuch  dift:n6)  ions  depends  clearnefsof  ideas,  on 
clenrnefs  of  ideas  depends  clofenefs  of  argumentation,  and 
on  clofenefs  of  argumentation  depends  the  inveftigation  of 
truth.     I  will  proceed  to  another  argument. 

j\r\  old  and  ve-herable  Expofitor  of  the  common  law,  in- 
ftrufts  us  to  confider  the  King  as  com';>ofed  of  two  bodies; 
one  natural,  fubjeifV  to  paflions,  and  mortal ;  the  ojther  poli- 
tic, fubjeft  to  no  paffions,  and  immoral :  an  lyiion  of  thcfc 
two  bodies  conftitutes  a  King  ;  and  he  defines  a  demifeof  the 
Crown  to  be,  a  difunion  or  feparation  of  the  body  politic 
of  the  King  from  his  body  natural.  Admitting  this  defini- 
tion of  a  demife  to  be  a  juft  one,  (and  it  is  of  too  high  au- 
thority for  me  at  leall  to  queflion  it)  I  would  argue  thu*— 
whenever  there  is  a  feparation  of  the  body  politic  of  the  King 
from  the  body  natural  of  the  King,  there  is  a  demife  of  the 
Crown.  Put,  tluring  the  prefent  indifpofition  of  the  King, 
there  is  a  feparation  of  the  body  politic  of  the  King  from  the 
body  natural  of  the  King;  therefore,  during  the  prefent  in- 
difpofition of  the  King,  there  is  a  demife  of  the  Crown,  My 
Lords,  I  (hould  be  aihamed  in  this  place,  or  in  any  place,  on 
this  occafion,  or  on  any  occafion,  to  produce  an  argument, 
•which  I  did  not  thi?ik  was  founded  in  truth ;  I  do  think  that 
'  .  this  argument  is  founded  in  truth;  but  that  I  may  deal  can- 
didly and  ingenuoufly  with  your  Lord ihips,  as  I  ought  to 
deal,  I  will   ftate  to  the  Houfe  wherein  its  wcakncfs,   if 
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weaknefs^it  has  any,  confjfts*     Its  weaknefs  then,  if  it  has 
any,  confifls  in  this,  that  the  great  common  lawyer  to  whom 
I  have  alluded   had   not,  probably,  (I  fay  probably,  for  I 
cannot  fpeak  with  certainly)  when  he  gave  the  definition  of 
a  demife  of  a  Crown,  which  1  have   mentioned,  any  other 
caufeof  the  reparation  of  the  King's  body  politic  from  his 
body  natural,  in  contemplation,   except  that  which  is  occa- 
fioned  by  death.     It  refts  with  your  JLordlhips  to  determine 
whether  the  definition  docs  not  in  principle  extend  farther; 
I  think  it  does.     Thus,  if  a  King  (hould  become  incapable 
of  exercifing  the  functions  of  a  King,  by  being  driven,  for  a 
time,  from  his  throne,  as  happened  to  Edward  the  Fourth ; 
or  if  he  ihould  become  incapable,  by  voluntarily  abandoning 
the  throne,  as  happened  in  the  cafe  of  James  the  Second ;  or 
if  he  (hould  become  incapable,  bn  the  hand  of  God;  in  all 
thefe  cafe$,  and  in  cafes  fuch  as  thefe,  there  would  be  a  civil 
demife  of  the  Crown.     I  know  not  whether  the  law  books 
acknowledge  the  term  civil  demife,  but  I  do  know  that  the 
ideas  comprehended  under  that  term  are  as  perfeflly  intcl- 
ligible,  as  thofe  are  which  are  comprehended  under  the  term 
ISatural  demife.     I  am  not,  my  Lords,  here  to  be  told,  that    * 
the  throne  is  not  vacant ;  I  know  that  it  is  full,  and  that  the 
powers  of  him  who  fills  it  are  not  dead,  but  dormant,  notex- 
tinguUhed,  but  fufpended  ;  therefore  it  is,  that  the  demife  1 
am  contending  for,  is  not  natural  but  civil,  not  abfolute  but 
conditional,  not  perpetual  hut  temporary.     It  is  a  maxim,  I 
am  told,  in  law,  that  the  King  never  can  become  incompetent 
to  theexercifeof  the  kingly  office;  it  is  not  my  irltention  to 
queftlon  law  maxi^ns,  which  are  generally  founded  in  gr^at 
^ifdom,  but  I  mufl  be  allowed  to  fay,  that  we  are  at  this 
moment  denying  in  faft  that  integrity  of  Kingfhip  which  we 
are  eilablifhing  in  words;  for,  what  is  this  politic  capacity 
of  the  King,  which  always  remains  entire,  but  the  power  of 
executing  the  office  of  a  King  ?  it  is  that  body  politic  of  the 
King  which  is  immortal.    But,  in  appointing  a  Regent,  we 
certainly  difunite  the  body  politic  of  the  King  from  his  body 
'latnral,  and  we  annex  it  for  the  time  to  the  body  natural  of 
the  Prince  of  Wales.     This  civil  demife  of  the  Crown  dif- 
fers not,  I  think,  from  a  natural  demife,  in  the  qunntum  of 
power  which  ought  to  be  transferred  to  the  fuccefTor ;  but  it 
differs  from  it  in  the  morfe  by  which  that  power  is  acquired^ 
^nd  in  the  tenure  by  which  it  is  holden. 

Let  us  look  at  this  fubje^^  in  another,  but  not  in  a  lefs  in- 
^^refting  point  of  view.  Was  the  kingdom  a  private  eftate, 
(t  am  far,  my  Lords,  from  confidering  kingdoms  as  private 
^ftates,  which  Kings  may  ufe  or  mifufe,  as  each  man  may 
'lis  private  property,  but  it  may,  for  the  prefent  argument, 
^  confidered  as  fuch :)  Was,  then,  the  kingdom  a  private 
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cftate,  into  whofe  hands  could  you  fo  properly  Commit  the 
management  of  the  eAate,  during  an  ineapocttating  indifpo* 
fition  of  the  father,  as  jnt6  the  hands  of  his  eldeft  foa^  who 
had  attained  his  full  majority^  and  on  whom  theeftate^  with 
all  its  appurtenances,  was  ftrid)ly  entailed?  Yoo  might  irri- 
tate and  provoke  the  temper  of  fucb  a  fon,  and  drive  him  to 
a  wild  and  giddy  negligence  of  bis  concerns,  by  (hewing  a 
diAruft  of  him,  in  not  fuiFering  him  to  have  the  fole  and  nili 
management  of  that,  which  he  of  all  others  was  moft  inle* 
tefting  in  managing  well ;  you  might  degrade  him  in  the  eAi- 
mation  of  mankind,  and  debafe  him  in  his  own  opinion  ;  but, 
you  would  not  do  juftice,  believe  me,  my  Lords,  yoti  woald 
notdojuftice  to  thofe  abilities  which  great  occafionf  call 
forth,  and  exercife  confirms ;  you  would  not  cherifh  and  in- 
vigorate thofe  talents,  which  arduous  (ituations,  and  proper 
confidence;  never  fail  to  produce  in  young  and  ingenuous 
minds.     In  a  word,  and  to  apply  this,  either  the  Prince  of 
Wales  is  fit  to  be  Regent  of  the  Kingdom,  with  full  Regal 
power,  during  the  prefent  incapacity  of  the  King,  or  he 
would  not  be  fit  to  rule  the  land,  was  the  King  no  more. 
But  the  hw  fuffers  us  not  to  quibble  and  to  difpute,  and  to 
introduce  our  partial  diilinfiions,  concerning  the  fitne(s  or 
unfitnefs  of  a  Prince  of  Wales  to  rale  the  land,  when  the 
King  is  no  more;  it  tells  us  that  he  is  fit ;  and  the  analogy 
of  law  tells  us,  that  he  is  fit  to  he  Regent  of  the  land,  with 
Regal  power,  whilft  the  King  continues  to  be  incapable  of 
exercifing  the  functions  of  a  King. 

In  what  he  had  hitherto  advanced,  he  fiitd,  that  he  had 
paid  no  attention  to  the  precedents  on  which  fo  much  flrets 
had  been  laid,  and  in  the  application  of  which,  he  had  been 
told,  by  the  higheft  authority  of  the  law,  that  the  whole 
matter  confifted*  He  had  omitted  the  confideration  of  the 
precedents,  becaufe  their  importance  had » been  fufficiently 
weighed  in  a  former  debate,  and  becaufe  lie  was  of  opinion 
that  though  there  were  fome  ihades  of  i'eiSKnblance  between 
the  prefent  fituation  of  the  country^  ind  its  fituation  duriog 
the  infancy  of  its  Kings,  yet  there  were  fuch  ftrong  lines  of 
difcrimination,  as  fu£Bciently  diftinguifhed  the  two  cafes.  But 
that  he  might  not  appear  to  aflert  this,  with6ttt  proving  it, 
he  would  advert,  for  a  moment,  to  the  precedent  of  Henry 
the  Sixth,  during  the  infancy  of  that  Monarch ;  inafmuch  as 
a  peculiar  degree  of  importance  had  been  given  to  that  pre- 
cedent :  but  before  he  pointed  out  the  difference  of  the  cafes, 
he  could  not  help  obfervtng,  and  with  a  degree  of  aftonifli* 
ment,  that  this  boafted  precedent  had  not  been  followed  in 
the  only  two  points  which  were  of  confequence. 

What,  my  Lords,  was  done  on  the  accelGon  of  Henry  the 
Sixth  }  a  Gommifiion  was  iflued,  by  the  order  of  the  Privy 
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Council,  under  the  great  fe^l,  appointing^  not  ^nj  peifon, 
DOt  any  nQmber  of  perfons,  but  the  next  in  blood  to  the  King, 
to  convene  a  Parlianienty  and  to  preiide  in  the  Parliament 
when  convened,  in  the  name  of,  and  with  the  authoritvof, 
the  King^     Has  this  been  done  now  }  No  fuch  thing.    The 
Parliament,  when  our  King  became  incapable  of  goVeming, 
was  convened,  and  had  the  precedents  of  Henry  VI.  been 
followed,  by  order  of  the  Council,  or  by  order  of  the  two 
Houfes  of  Parliament,  the  Prince  of  Wales  ihould  have  had 
acommiflioii  given  him,  tinder  the  great  feal,  to  prefide  in 
this  Parliament.    What  was  the  next  ftep  which  was  taken 
in  the  reign  of  Henry  VI.  i   A  Regent  was  appointed,  by  the 
aathority  of  the  Legiilature  ;  that  Regent  was  the  Duke  of 
Gloucefter,  the  perfon  neareft  in  blood  to  the  King,  except 
the  Duke  of  Bedford,  who  was  not  then  in  the  kingdom ;  and 
he  was  controlled  in  the  exercife  of  his  authority,  by  a  per- 
manent council.    Has  this  been  done  now  ?  No  fuch  thing* 
The  Prince  of  Wales  is  indeed  to  be  appointed  Regent,  but  ' 
he  is  not  to  be  appointed  by  the  Legiilature,  and  he  is  not  to 
be  controlled  by  a  Council.    My  Lords,  could  I  have  been 
of  opinion  that  the  proceedings,  during  the  infancy  of  Henry 
the  Sixth,  ought  to  have  been  jfollowed  by  the  Nation  in  the 
reign  of  George  the  Third,  I  would  have  pbced  my  foot  on . 
the  precedent  I'have  been  coniidering as  on  a  firm  bafis ;  I 
would  have  looked  my  country  in  the  face,  and  boldly  faid, 
Ae  Prince  of  Wales  is  now  reftrained  by  a  Council,-  becaufe 
our  anceftors  reftrained,  by  fuch  a  Council,  the  Regent  m 
the  reign  of  Henry  VI.    This  would  have  been  a  manly  pro* 
ceeding)  and  a  ftridl  conformity  to  the  precedent  might  have 
'>^n  a  degree  of  juftiiication  for  having  followed  it.     But  to 
follow  precedents,  without  a  reference  to  the  times  and  cir* 
cutuilances  under  whigh  they  were  made,  is  to  follow  blind 
guides,  which  will  frequently  lead  us  into  error  ;  and  I  have 
no  difficulty  in  faying,  that  we  ought  not  now  to  follow  the 
precedent  eftablimed  during  the  infancy  of  Henry  Vl,     I  a  J- 
n^it,  that  there  is  a  fimilarity,  or  rather  an  identity,  as  to 
the  fzjEt  of  the  incapacity  for  C^vernment  in  the  two  Kings, 
W  in  nothing  elfe  is  there  any  fimilitude.     Henry  tlie  Sixth 
^3s  an  infant  unknown  to  his  fubje£ks--»-George  the  Third  is 
*  Monarch  endeared  to  all  his  fubjefts  by  a  long  reign  ;  Henry 
^|ie  Sixth  was  born  in  a  barbarous  age,  when  the  Conftitu- 
^lon  was  unknown,  and  the  fucceffion  onfettled«-*-George  the 
^lurd  lives  in  an  enlightened  age,  when  our  Conftitution  is 
iinderftood  by  aimoft  every  man  we  meet,  and  when  no  doubt 
jcmains  refpe£ting  the  fucceffion  to  the  Crown«     Henry  the 
Sixth  was  furrounded  by  ambitious  Nobles,  whofe  adherents  ' 

^ere  fo  numerous,  as  to  enable  them  to  grapple  with  the 
'^^g  himfelf  for  the  pofleifion  of  the  crowri-^George  the 
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Third  is  (unfunded  by  Nobles,  whofe  adherents  are  not  fo 
numerous  as  to  render  (hem  dangerous,  not  one  of  whom  has 
the  flighted  precenlions,  to  the  crown,  and  all  of  whom,  my 
Lords,  1  know  1  fpeak  truth,  would  facrifice  their  lives  and 
fortunes  to  keep  the  crown  on  the  head  of  him  that  wears 
it.  But,  my  Lords,  there  is  yet  another  diftinclion  between 
the  two  cafes,  and  it  is  a  diftinflion  of  the  utmofl  moment. 
I  fpeak  on  this  point  with  great  diffidence.  I  oppofe  the 
declared  fentiments  of  two  noble  Ldrds,  whofe  legal  abilities 
are  aboVe  my  praife,  and  of  whofe  difcriminating  faculties  on 
all  fubjedls  I  have  a  good  opinion :  I  beg  pardon  of  tliofc 

freat  luminaries  of  the  law  beforehand  ;  I  am  certain  I  muft 
e  in  an  error,  thowghrl  cannot  fee  it :  they  have  contended, 
that  there   is  no  difference,  as  to  the  prefent  argument,  be- 
tween an  Heir  Prefumptive  to  Henry  the  Sixth,  and  an  Heir 
Apparent  to  George  the  Third ;  and  I  contend  that  the  dif- 
ference in  this  cafe,  and  I  confider  no  other,  is  obvious  and 
Immenfe.     Henry  the  Sixth,  an  infant  of  nine  months  or  of 
nine  years,  for  it  makes  no  difierence  as  to  the  argument,  (as 
what  was  done  with  refpeft  to  the  Regency  in  the  firft  year 
of  his  reign,  was  done  for  feveral  years  afterwards)  and  the 
Heir  Prefumptive  of  Henry  the  Sixth,  (land  on  one  part; 
on  the  other,  we  are  to  confider  George  the  Third,  a  King 
beyond  the  middle  age,  and  the  Heir  Apparent,  a  man  of 
twenty- fcven.     Now,  my  Lords,  I  will  aiTume  only  this 
one poflulatumj  which,  in  all  fairnefs  of  logical  argumenta- 
tion, cannot  be  denied  me — that  each  of  thefe  fourPerfonagcs 
lives  to  the  ordinary  period  of  human  life,  then  it  is  evident, 
that  tlie  Heir  Prefumptive  of  Henry  the  Sixth  never  can,  by 
fair  means,  obtain  the  Crown ;  and  that   the   Heir  Appa- 
rent of  George  the  Third  never  can,  by  fair  means,  mifsthe 
Crown ;  tfnd  the  difference  between  a  certainty  of  never  pof- 
felling,  and  a  certainty  of  never  failing  to  poffefs  the  Crown, 
is,  in  my  humble  opinion,  obvious  and  immenfe     It  is  a  dif- 
ference, too,  fo  important  in  its  nature  and  confequences,  a$ 
to  render  the  reftn<^ions  of  the  Regent's  power,  in  the  per* 
fon  of  the  Heir  PVefumptive  of  Henry  the  Sixth,  perfeftly  in- 
applicable to  the  Regency  of  the  Heir  Apparent  of  George 
'  the  Third.     I  have  done  with  the  confideration  of  ibe  pre- 
cedents, and  will  proceed  to  confider  the  reftriAions  them- 
,    felves, 
,     It  is  faid  then,  that  in  the  conftitution  of  a  Regency,  no 
more  power  ought  to  be  given  to  the  Regent,  than  what  is 
fufficient  to  enable  him  to  carry  on  the  executive  Govern- 
ment of  the  country  with  effeft,  for  the  public  good.    Nly 
Lords,  1  admit  this  propofition  in  its  full  extent,  and  it  u 
on  the  truth  of  this  propofition,  that  I  ground  my  argument 
for  there  being  no  reftridlions  put  upon  the  Regent;  all  ^^^ 
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Regal  power  is  neceilary  to  enable  him  to  carrv  on  the  Go* 
vemmmit  for  the  public  good.  Wliat !  my  Lord^,  is  it  in* 
finuated,  or  aflerted,  that  the  King  hirofelf  has  an  atom  more 
of  Regal  power  belonging  to  him,  by  the  conftitution  of  the 
country,  than  what  is  TufEclent  to  enable  him  to  carry  on 
the  Government  of  the  country  with  effefb,  for  the  public 
good  i  I  contend  that  he  has  no  fuch  power ;  fuch  a  power 
would  be,  a  power  to  do  wrong,  and  the  King  has  no  fuch 
power;  it  would  be  that  injuria  licentia^  which  is  the  bads 
of  tyranny  in  every  kingdom  of  the  world;  it  is  that  which 
the  oefpots  of  the  Continent  claim  and  exercife,  which  our 
Monarchy  thank  God,  we  are  certain  would  not  exerciii^ 
could  he  claim,  but  which  our  Conftitution,  thank  God  ! 
does  not  fufier  him  to  claim. 

But,  it  is  objefted,  if  you  give  the  whole  regal  power  ta 
the  Regent,  you  make  him  not  a  Regent  but  a  King ;  you 
dethrone  the  Monarch,  and  place  the  crown  of  George  the 
Third  on  the  head  of  George  the  Fourth.  Thefe,  my 
LordSf  are  high-foundtog  words ;  but  I  have  not  been  ac- 
cuftoflied. to  pay  attention  to  words,  beyond  the  fenfe  that 
they  contain,  and  I  do  not  fee  that  thefe  contain  any.  Th6 
whole  regal  power  is  requifite  for  the  Regent ;  becaufe  it  is 
requisite  for  the  common  good  that  the  whole  regal  power 
ihould  have  an  exiftence  fomewhere.  But,  thoughyou  g^vp. 
the  Regent  the  whole  regal  power,  you  will  not  make  him  a 
King  ;  he  will  differ  eflentially  from  a  King  in  thk^-^that  he 
exercjfes  his  power  in  the  name  of  another ;  every  public  in-* 
llmoient  which  he  fets  his  hand  to,  announces  to  every  man 
in  the  kingdom  that  the  crown  ft  ill  refts  on  the  head  of  his 
father.  He  will  differ  too  from  a  King  in  another  point,  in 
what  is  the  moft  eflential  point  of  Royal  power— -in  perma* 
nency  of  pofieffion. 

But,  it  is  contended  in  particular,  that  the  power  of  mak- 
ing Peers  Ihould  not  be  given  to  the  Regent.  What !  is  this 
high  prerogative,  then,  ufelefs  or  pernicious  to  the  State  } 
No,  it  will  be  faid,  it  is  a  prerogative  produAive  of  public 
good,  when  exercifed  by  a  King,  but  produ£live  of  public 
mifchief,  when  exercifed  by  a  Regent.  My  Lords,  there 
is  no  manner  of  foundation  for  this  reafoning,  when  the  Re« 
gent  is  the  Heir  Apparent.  There  might  be  fome  ground 
for  it,  -was  the  Queen  the  Regent,  was  the  Duke  of  York  tlie 
Regent,  and  much  more  was  any  other  perfon  Regent ;  be- 
caufe, every  other  perfon  in  the  kingdom,  except  the  Heir 
Apparent,  migHt  be  fuppofed  to  have  a  private  intereft,  di- 
verfe  from,  and  oppoHte  to,  the  public  good.  Peers  might 
be  made  in  attention  to  this  private  intereft.  But  this  cannot 
be  fuppofed  concerning  a  Prince  of  Wales ;  to  iay,  that  h« 
tan  have  any  private  interred  in  view,  diftiniiSl  from  the  public 
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intereft^  ib  to  fay  that  he  is  abfolntely  unfit  for  the  Govern^ 
ment  of  the  country  ;  an  aflertion  not  more  reprobated  by 
the  law  of  the  land,  than,  without  meaning  any  flattery  to 
His  Royal  Highnefs,  I  believe  it  to  be  falfe  in  fa6l» 

But,  if  the  Prince  of  Wales  is  allowed  the  power  of  mak- 
ing Peers,  he  may  infringe  the  rights  of  the  reigning  Sove* 
reign  ;  and  the  King,  on  his  return  to  his  Parliament,  may 
find  this  Houfe  filled  with  the  friends  of  the  Prince  of  Wales, 
and  with  the  enemies  of  the  reigning  Monarch  !— >Good  God ! 
my  Lords,  is  it  poffible  fhat  fo  uncandid  and  illiberal  a  fufpi- 
cion-— I  wifii  to  avoid  afperity  of  language-— that  a  fufpicioa 
fo  ill  fininded,  and  injurious  to  the  charitiAers  of  botb  the  high 
Ptrfooaf es  alluded  to,  fiiould  even  have  enteted  into  the 
lieart  of  any  man  in  Great  Britain.  The  virtues  of  the 
mgning  Monarch  have  left  him  no  enemies  in  any  part  of 
his  dominions ;  and  it  is  but  common  juftice  to  the  rrinceof 
Wales,  that  juftice  which  every  one  of  your  Lordfliips  would 
wifli,  in  fimUar  circumftances,  to  be  done  to  bis  own  fon, 
to  place  this  confidence  itt  the  Prince  of  Wales,  that  he  will 
have  no  friends,  but  the  friends  of  his  Family  and  of  the 
Conftitntion.  And  is  it  not  to  fix  an  opprobrious  and,  we 
all  know,  *  an  undeferved  ftigma  on  the  charaAer  of  His 
Majefty,  to  fay,  that  on  his  recovery,  he  will  be  forry  to 
meet  in  this  Houfe,  or  in  any  other  place,  the  friends  of  his 
Family  and  of  the  Conftitution  i  A  difiind^ion,  my  Lords, 
has  01  late  years  arifen  in  this  kingdom,  which  I  much  dif- 
like ;  it  is  a  diftinflron  not  founded  in  nature,  it  is  big  with 
tnifchief,  and  may  bring  forth  civil  difcord^— a  diftinAion  into 
King^s  friends,  and  Princess  friends.  I  leariied  at  fchool,  that 
friendfhip  fubfifts  not  nj/l imer  fans ;  and  my  ftuation  in  ci- 
Til  fi)ciety  is  far  too  humble,  to  permit  me  to  afie&  a  parity 
with  Kings  and  Ptinces.  I  have  no  ambition  to  be  ranked 
amongft  the  King's  friends,  none  to  be  ranked  amongft  the 
Prince  of  Wales's  friends ;  but  I  have  an  ambition,  1  have 
had  it  through  life,  and  I  ihall  carry  it  to  my  grave  with  me, 
it  is  an  ambition  to  be  ranked  amongfl  the  friends  of  the  whole 
Houfe  of  Brunfwick;-  and  why,  my  Lords  ?  not  from  any 
private  regard,  but  becaufe  she  Houfe  of  Brunfwick  is  a  friend 
to  the  civil  and  religious  liberties  of  mankind ;  becaufe,  if 
,we  may  augur  concerning  the  future,  from  an  experience  of 
the  pau,  the  Houfe  of  Brunfwick  will  ever  continue  to  be 
friends  to  the  Conflitution  of  this  country,  as  defined  and  ef- 
tablifhed  at  the  Revolution. 

It  is  propofed  to  confide  to  the  Prince  of  Wales  the  high 

.  prerogatives  of  declaring  war,  and  makine  peace  ;  of  enter- 

y         tng  into  foreign  treaties,  which  bind  the  Nation,  and  muit 

bind  the  King  himfelf,  on  his  recovery ;  of  direAiilg  the  ope- 

jations  of  the  fiandiog  army«*-of  appointing  to  all  offices,  (the 

houfe- 
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boufehold  excepted)  civil  and  military  —  Thefe  and  other 
prerogative!  of  a  iimilar  nature^  on  a  due  and  difcreet  ufe  of 
which  every  thing  that  is  dear  to  us  as  men  and  citizens  de- 
pends are  to  be  entrufted  (and  the  truft  we  have  no  leafoa 
to  think  will  be  mifplaced)  to  the  Prince  of  Wales— Having 
given  fo  much,  where  is  tlie  wifdom  of  retaining  the  reft  i 
Where  is  the  wifdom  of  depriving  the  Regent  of  the  ability 
of  rewarding  merit,  and  of  enabling  his  Minifters  to 
ftrengthen  themfelves  in  adminiftration,  by  exadly  the 
fame  means  whereby  their  political  competitors  will  have 
ftrengthened  themfelves,  in  oppoiition.  My  Lords,  there 
may  be  public  grounds  for  this  reftrifiion,  and  confidering 
the  characters  of  thofe  who  have  been  concerned  in  framing 
ir,  it  would  be  uncandid  in  me  to  fay  tliat  there  are  none  ; 
but  I  muft  profefs  that  I  fee  none* 

But  were  the  public  grounds  for  this  limitation  more  ob- 
vious and  more  exteniive  than  any  perfon  will  aflert  them 
to  be ;  ftill  I  could  not  vote  either  for  the  limitation  itfelf^ 
or  for  the  mode  of  eftablifhing  it,  No»  my  Lords,  never 
ihall  it  be  faid  of  me,  that  I  concurred  in  violating  the 
Conftitution  of  my  country,  by  allowing  to  the  two 
Houfes  of  Parliament,  either  the  right  of  legiflating,  or  of 
fufpending,  though  but  for  an  hour,  any  portion  of  the* 
Royal  prerogative.  The  eftablilhed  prerogative  of  th« 
Crown  is  a  part  of  the  common  law  of  the  land,  and  I 
think  the  two  Houfes  of  Parliament  haire  no  more  right  to 
fufpend  the  law  than  the  King  hat;  the  .confti;tution  is 
violated,  let  the  fufpehiion  be  made  by  any  power  ihort  of 
that  which  made  the  law  the  complete  Legiilature  of  the 
country.  If  the  two  Houfes  can  fafpend  indefinitely,  they 
may  abolifli  perpetually ;  if  they  can  aboltih»  as  ufelefs  to 
the  common  fafety,  one  prerogative,  why  not  another; 
why  not  all?  why  may  they  not  come  to  a  refolutiooi* that 
all  the  prerogatives  of  the  Crown,  and  that  the  King  him- 
felf,  are  as  ufelefs  to  the  public  gpodj  a^this  Houfe  was 
formerly  declared  to  be  by  the  other  ? 

I  know,  my  Lords,  it  has  been  faid  by  my  enemies,  J^t 
I  am  a  friend  to  republican  principles.;  and  I  queftioji  not 
they  will  be  greedy  in  embracing  this  opportunity  of  iaving 
that  I  am  a,  friend  to  prerogative  principles.  I  hav^  Hitherto 
difdained,  and  I  ihall  continue  to  difdain,  giving  a  reply  to 
my  calumniators  of  any  kind ;  but  I  feel  it  an  happinefSf 
and  I  think  it  an  honour,  to  declare  to  this  numerous  afiem- 
bly  of  your  Lordfhips,  that  I  am  no  friend  to  republican 
principles,  none  to  prerogative  principles,  none^to  ariilo* 
cratic  principles;  but  a  warm,,  zealous,  and  determined  ^ 
friend  to  that^^iirjV/Aritfm  of  the  three  powers,  on  the  pre* 
fervationof  whicl>  depends  the  confervation  of  the  fineft 

Q  2  ConftitH^ 
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Ccnfti'tution  (not  perfed^  perhaps,  either  widi  refped  to 
its  civil  or  eccleiiaitical  part,  for  what  human  thing  is  per- 
fect ?)  but  yet  the  fineft  civil  Conilitution  that  ever  blefled 
huthan  kind  on  the  furface  of  the  globe.      For  the  preferva- 
tion  of  this  Conftitution,  I  would  lay  down  my  life;  the 
expreflion  is  a  ftrongone,  but  the  occafion  juftines  it;  for, 
in  doing  fo,  1  fliould  think  that  1  fulfilled  the  moft  import- 
ant duty  qf  a  man  and  of  a  citizen;  that  1  performed  a  fervice 
kicceptable  to  the  Supreme  Being,  iq  contributing  to  continue 
to  millions,  yet  unborn,  the  blefling  of  the  firitiih  Conili- 
tution.     With  thefe  fentiments  concerning  the  excellence, 
and  with  the  apprehenfions  which  I  now  entertain  of  the 
,        yiolation  of  the  Conftitution)  your  Lordfliips  will  forgive 
the  warmth  and  the  firmnefs  with  which  I  fpeak. 
.  With  refpe£l  to  the  houfehold,  he  faid,  that  if  we  fol* 
lowed  the  cool  conclufions  of  difpaf&onate  reafoning,  the 
moft  proper  mode  of  proceeding,  whether  we  refpedled  the 
circumftances  of  the  country,  or  the  ftate  of  the  civil  lift 
Itfelf,  would  he  to  extinguiih  that  part  of  the  houfehold 
Vhich  was  ufelefs  to  the* King  in  his  prefent  unhappy  cir- 
cumftances,  atnd  to  fave  the  expence  of  its  eftablifhment. 
But  as  it  often  happens,  my  Lords,    in  private  life,  that 
our  feelings  are  in  oppofition  to  our  judgement,  fo  has  it 
happened  to  myfelf  on  this  occafion*     I  do  feel  a  reludance 
to  the  abolifhing  any  part  of  tlie  Royal  houfehold,  whilft 
there  remains  any  hope  of  the  King's  recovery.     I  wifli  His 
Majcfty,  on  his  recovery,  to  feel  not  the  ftiadowy  comfort 
of   feeing  the  fame  faces  about  his'  perfon,    but  the  folid 
comfort  of  knowing,  that  his  fubje<^s  had  not,  out  of  a 
jfelfini  and  parfimonious  regard  to  themfelves,  feized  the  op- 
portunity of  his  misfortune,    to  tamifti  the  fplendor  and  to 
diminifh  the  dignity  of  Royalty.     But  though  I  wilh  not 
the  houfehold  to  he  diminiftied,  and  though  it  be  ufelefs  as 
to  the  grftateft  part  of  it  to  the  King,  I  would  not  have  it 
continue  ufelefs  to  the  public — it  ought  to  be  transferred  to 
tlie  Regent.    The  Pheiera  of  Royalty  are  calculated,  not 
merely  to  captivate  the  vulgar,  but  to  render  the  perfon  of 
the  King  venerable  in  the  eyes  of  all,  that  his  office  may  be 
executed  with  greater  advantage  to  the  public;  fubordina- 
tion  is  neceflary  to  the  very  exiftence  of  civil  fociety,  and 
whatever  has  a  tendency  to  preferve  it,  is  a  public  good. 
For  the  fame  reafon  that  the  ftate  Is  at  the  expence  of  adorn- 
ing the  perfon  and  fituation  of  the  Monarch,  by  a  fplendid 
^oufehold,    it  ought  to  ac)orn  the  perfon  and  fituation  of 
the  Regent ;  tt  is  hot  to  fwell  the  vanity  of  either  the  King, 
or  the  Regenty  that  this  is  done;   but  to  render  die  chief 
Magiftrate  refpe£lable  in  the  contemplation  of  tbofe  o?er 
whom  hU  Mag)ftracy  extends*    At  to  the  influence  which 
, -'  3      - •  attend! 
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attends  the  ]ioufehoId»  it  ought  not,  perhaps^  to  exift  at  all ; 

but  whiifl  it  is  fapppfed  to  exift,  it  certainly  ought  not  to 
be  diflevered  from  the  executive  government.  But  I  will 
not  dwell  upon  this;  for  I  agree  with  the  noble  Lord  who 
opened  the  debate,  that  we  ought  not  to  refer  to  the  charac- 
ters of  the  great  perfonagea  whom  we  may  have  occaiion  to 
allude  to ;  if  this  was  allowable,  I  would  fay,  that  I  think 
fo  well  of  the  Queen,  as  to  be  under  no  manner  of  apprp- 
benfion  that  fhe  will  ever  put  herfelf  at  the  head  of  a 
party,  in  oppofition  to  the  government  of  her  Ton. 

My  Lords,  I  have  delivered  the  real  fentiments  of  my 
heart,  without  any  refpecSt  to  party ;  I  am  not  a  party  man  ; 
this  is  not  a  queftion  of  party,  nor  ought  it  to  be  confidered 
as  fuch  ;  the  queftion  is  not  whether  this  or  that  man  (hall 
be  the  Mioifter  of  the  country  —  If  that  had  been  the 
queftion,  I  would  have  a^drefled  myfelf  to  every  independ- 
«nt  Member  of  this  Houie ;  and  therefore  for  the  credit  of 
humanity,  and  for  the  dignity  of  the  Peerage,  I  would 
have  fuppofed  that  I  addreiled  myfelf  to  every  individual  in 
it,  iit  the  language  of  ant  lent  Rome— -^^;i  agiiur  de  publico 
cQtnmodoy — 'fedutrum  Cafar  an  PompeiuspoffidiatRempublicam  f 
fluid  tibiy  M^  CatOy  cum  ijia  c^ntentione  ?  No,  my  Lord% 
the  queftion  is,  in  what  manner  ihall  we  maintain,  unviola* 
ted,  the  principles  of  the  Conilitution — prote^  the  dor- 
mant rights  of  the  reigning  Monarch — do  juftice^to  the 
legal  claims,  or  the  reafonable  expe&ations,  at  leaft,  of  the 
Heir  Apparent — provide  for  the  domeftic  tranquillity,  con- 
firm and  extend  the  foreign  importance  of  the  country?  As 
a  Member  of  this  Houfe,  and  as  a  Bifhop  of  this  re;fhn,  I 
lay  my  hand  upon  my  heart  and  fay,  that,  in  my  jiidg^ 
tnent,  we  Ihall  beft  promote  thefe  great  ends,  by  appoint- 
ing His  Royal  Highnefs  the  Prince  of  Wales,  Heir  Ap- 
parent to  the  Crown,  Regent,  with  full  regnl  power. 

However  different  many  of  your  Lordmips  ii>ay  be  from 
me  in  this  fentiment,  1  will  conclude  with  a  wiih,  in  which 
I  am  certain  of  being  joined  by  all  who  hear  me,  and  was 
the  Heir  Apparent  himfelf  in  the  Houfe,  1  am  confident 
that  his  piety  as  a  fon,  that  his  duty  as  a  fubje<Sl,  (of  both  of 
which  he  has  on  this  trying  occafion  given  fuch  exemplary 
proof)  would  make  him  the  firft  to  unite  with  me,  in  a 
^iihy  an  hope,  a  prayer,  that  a  fpeedy  and  perfect  reftora- 
tion  of  the  King's  health  may  put  aQ  es^vly  period  to  the 
Regency  of  the  Prince. 

The  Earl  of  Sandwich  ohferved^  that  he  could  not  avoid    Earl  of 
feeling  himfelf  fome what  alarmed  at  rifing  after  (o  able  and  fo  Sandwich, 
eloquent  a  fpeaker  as  the  learned  Prelate,  but  he  wifhed  to 
prevent  a  fcurth  Eftate  being   introduced  into  the  Conilitu- 
tion :  andi  as  the  learned  Pi^atf  had  not  moved  any  amend- 

meat 
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ment,  he  would  take  the  liberty  of  introdacing  one.  The 
cafe  in  queftion  was  not,  as  a  noble  and  learned  Elari  (Cam- 
den) had  reprefented  it,  that  of  fufiering  a  tenaint  in  tail  to 
cut  down  timber,  but  rather  the  circumftance  of  planting  a 
tree  on  the  family  edate.  ^ord  Sandwich  mentioned  the  in- 
jury that'muft  refult  to  the  Empire,  and  the  damp  that  would 
be  Caft  on  the  ardour  of  public  fpirit,  by  reftraining  the  Re- 
gent from  conferring  the  honour  of  Peerage  on  roeritorioui 
perfons.  He  afked  whether  it  was  likely,  when  His  Ma- 
jefty  (hould  recover,  that  he  would  feel  uneafy  at  feeing  the 
moil  deferring  fea  officer,  who  had  done  as  much  fervice  to 
his  country,  as  ever  had  been  done  by  an  officer  iince  a  (hip 
had  worn  a  penant,  the  gallant  Lord  Rodney,  feated  on  the 
ducal  bench;  he  reprobated  the  condu£l  of  Minifters  in  de« 
fertrng  fuch  a  man,  and  fufiering  him  tp  ftn^  almoft  into  the 
earth.  He  fpoke  of  His  Majefly's  fitnation  as  by  no  means 
fuch  as  to  warrant  fanguine  expe<Skations,  obferving,  that  in 
the  courfe  of  his  life,  he  had  learnt  the  bitter  leflbn  of  fad 
experience  !  He  mentioned  the  refoitition  agitatf^d  fome 
years  fmce,  that  the  power  of  the  Crown  had  increafed,  was 
increafing,  and  ought  to  be  diminiihed,  declaring,  that  he 
had  voted  againft  the  maxim,  being  convinced  of  the  contra- 
ry ;  but  that  now,  tlibfe  who  had  voted  with  him  againi^ 
the  refolution,  were  for  diminishing  the  influence  of  the 
'Crown.  He  concluded  with  moving,  to  add  to  the  motion 
by  way  of  amendment,  the  words,  '<  for  a  time  to  b^  li- 
mited.*^ 

The  firft  refolution  yras  then  agreed  to,  and  the  fecond 
being  read,  f<  that   His  Royal  Highnefs  fliould  not  have 
"  the  power  of  creating  any  Peers/except  the  fons  of  His 
'^  Majefty,   haviJM^  attained   the   full   a^e  of  twenty*one 
*'  years,^  the  qu%on  was  put  on  Lord  Sandwich's  amend* 
mept,  **  for  a  tim^lo  be  limited.^ 
Lord         Lord   Syrfnev  contended,  that  under  the  circamftances  of 
SydBcy,    His  Majefty's  illnefs,  it  was  not  poflihle  to  fix  on  any  time; 
and  he  added,  that  the  Houfp  muft  certainly  be  involved  in 
one  of  the  moft  painful  of  dilemrhas,  (hould  they  agree  to  li- 
mit the  reftridions  to  fix  or  twelve  months,  and  at  the  end 
pf  that  time  His  Majefty,  though  not  recovered,  might  be  on 
the  point  of  perfeft  recovery. 
l»rl  of        '^  he  Earl  of  CarViJle  repiobated  the  reflriflion?,  as  rending 
Ctrlille.  to*  introduce  a  feeble  government,  .ind  a  vigorous  oppofttion* 
He  fupported  the  amendment,  wifhmg  that  fome  of  the  evil 
reilriction^  might  he  done  away  by  their  being  limited,  hut  he 
would  not  allow,  that  therefore  the  refiriflion  ought  to  pafs. 
He  cenfured  the  injuftice  of  fuf|>ending  the  prerogative  of 
creating  Peers;  and  declared,that  what  had  fallen  from  the 
noble  aiid  learned  Earl,  of  eiie  Parliament  bringing  in  a  hili 

for 
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for  creating  a  Peer,  was  a  remedy  much  worfe  than  the  dif- 
eafe,  and^  in  his  opipton,  highly  unconfiitational.  The 
dodbine  of  the  two  Honfes  having  the  pov^er  of  creating 
Peers,  being  mainratned  by  fo  great  a  character  as  the  noble 
and  kamed  Earl,  militated  with  fuch  violence  againft  all 
which  be  had  hitherto  underftood  of  the  principles  of  the 
cooftitution,  that  he  mud  beg  leave  to  trouble  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  for  a  fuller  elucidation  of  his  extraordinary  doc* 
trine. 

The  Lvrd  Prefident  anfwered,  that  the  noble  Earl  had  roif-     Lord 
conceived  him.     He  did  not  fay  the  two  Houfes  of  Parlia*  Prcfideat, 
ment  coald  create  a  Peer,  but  that  the  Parliament  could 
create  a  Peer. 

The  Earl  oiCarllfk  confidered  tlie  explanation  tobeequal««^  Earl  of 
ly  ttttconftitutional  with  the  original  aflertiou.  •      Carliflc 

The  Earl  of  Derby  aiked  whence  the  noble  and  learned  Earl  of 
Lord  derived  his  information,  that  the'prefcnt  Minifters  I>«rby. 
were  to  go  out;  and  that  a  new  Adminiftration  was  to  be 
formed  ^  He  conceived,  that  he  mud  have  inferred  it  from  a 
confcioufnefs  that  the  prefent  Adminiftration  had  treated  the 
Prince  of  Wales  fo  ill,  as  to  feel  ihemfelves  unworthy  of  his 
confidence.  He  reprobated  the  idea  of  the  other  Hoiife  hav* 
ing  any  participation  in  the  creation  of  Peers,  as  in  the. 
higheA  degree  unconftitutional.  When  he  faid  this,  he  de* 
dared  it  was  well  known  he  was  paitial  to  the  other  branch 
of  the  Legiflature;  becaufe,  being  the  popular  eftate  of  the 
tealm,  firom  thecircumftance  of  the  Members  of  that  Houfe 
iM^ing  liable  to  be  frequently  fent  back  to  their  conftituents^ 
they  were  moil  likely  to  fpebk  the  real  fentiments  of  the 
People  at  large,  who^  in  a  government  conftituted  as  ours 
Was,  deferved  every  [ifoffible  degree  of  marked  refpe6k  and 
attention. 

Earl  Fitxwilliam  cenfured  the  doflrmes  advanced  in  the  Eirl  Fitt- 
courfe  of  the  feveral  difcuffions  that  had  taken  place  on  the  wiiliam. 
fubjed  of  the  Regency,  as  tending  more  and  more  to  reduce 
the  cdnftitution  from  the  principles  of  a  limited  Monarchy^ 
^d  change  it  to  the  principles  of  a  Republic.  He  com* 
pUined  of  what  they  had  that  day  heard  from  the  noble  Earl 
at  the  head  of  His  Majefty's  Council,  who  had  ftated  in  ar- 
gument, that  no  evil  could  refult  from  pafiing  he  reftric- 
tion,  difabling  the  Regent  ftom  creating  a  Peer,  becauie 
that  the  two  Houfes  of  Parliament  could  in  eBfed:  grant  a 
Peerage,  where  the  cafe  Ihould  be  of  a  nature  to  render  fuch 
a  difpenfing  of  the  honour  of  nobility,  not  only  proper  but 
neceflary.  For  his  own  part,  he  ihould  not  heittate  to  de- 
clare, that  fuch  fentiments  were,  ia  the  higheft  degree,  un- 
ponilitutional,  and  he  ihould,  in  confequence,  think  it  his 
^difpenlable  duty  to  cofjiie  forward  with  a  declaration,  con- 
demning 
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demning  all  fueh  do£lrine&  as  repugnant  to  the  principles  of 
the  Brltifh  Conl^itutioh.  Their  JLordihips  would  pleafe  ta 
take  notice,  that  he  meant  to  embrace  the  firft  opportuoicy 
which  might  preCent  itfelf  in  the  courfe  of  the  day  immedi- 
ateiy  following,  to  fubmit  to  their  attention  a  motion  to 
invalidate  and  defeat  a  dodlrine  of  a  nature  fo  alarmiog. 
Earl  Earl  Camden  having  previoully  remarked,  that  the  noble 

Caoiden.  Earl,  were  he  to  fulfil  his  intentions,  could  only  vote  a 
truii'm,  reflated  what  he  had  faid,  inflancing  the  precedent 
in  the  reign  of  Henry  the  Sixth,  of  the  aA  of  Parliament 
pafied  to  ennoble  Sir  John  Cornwall.  He  faid  a  variety  of 
inftances  could  be  given,  of  Peerages  fo  granted  Cy  the  aa- 
thority  of  Parliament,  and  that  a  Peerage  fo  created,  was 
not,  in  his  opinion,  the  lefs  valid* 
Sari  Fiti-  Earl  FitxwlUiam  obferved,  that  he  now  felt  himfelf  more 
William,  and  more  convinced  of  the  naceffity  of  coming  forward  with 
the  declaration  to  which  he  had  alluded.  His  apprehenCons, 
of  what  he  had  before  much  doubted  whether  he  had  heaiJ 
corredly,  were  afcertained  by  the  noble  and  learned  Earl'i 
having  re  aiTerted  th^  republican  doflrine,  he  had  before  ad* 
vanced,  and  maintained  that  the  two  Houfes  of  Parliament 
were  not  7n  unfit  channel  to  canvafs  for  a  Peerage. 
Ear!  Earl  Camden  defired,  that  if  he  had  loofely  ftated  any 

Camden,  point  relative  to  the  fource  of  honours,  (uch  as  a  creation 
to  the  Peerage,  no  advantage  might  be  taken  of  any  inad- 
vertent lapjis  lingua^  No  man  was  more  convinced  than  he 
was,  that  the  Crown,  and  its  fpontaneous  will  was  the 
conftttutional  fource  of  Peerage.  In  the  InAance  he  bad 
ftated,  the  fa£t  was  as  he  had  defcribedit;  during  the  mi- 
nority of  Henry  the  Sixth,  Sir  John  Cornwall  had  been 
ennobled,  in  confequence  of  an  a<^  pailed  to  enable  the  Re- 
gent to  grant  the  honour.  An  abundant  variety  of  Peer- 
ages fo  created  might  be  adduced,  and  furely,  an  honour  fo 
conferred,  whether  by  the  Crown,  or  the  perfon  exercifuig 
the  Royal  authority  in  behalf  of  the  Crown,  was  not  the 
worfe  for  the  previous  advice  and  confent  of  both  Houfes  of 
Parliament. 
Ear!  Fitz*  Earl  FitztuUIiam  rifing  again,  faid,  that  the  remarks  of 
William,  the  noble  and  learned  Earl  were  becoming  more  and  more 
exceptionable;  and  certainly  were  uttered  in  a  republic,  and 
not  in  a  limited  Monarchy.  Tlie  noble  and  learned  Earl 
be  had  firfl  underftood  to  mean,  that  the  honour  in  quefiion 
]iad  been  beftowed  in  confequence  of  a  regular  adl  of  Parlia- 
ment, but  he  now  learnt  that  it  was  merely  at  the  inftaace 
of  the  two  Hou(es  of  Parliament.  He  wa»  more  than  ever, 
therefore,  confirmed  in  the  necefiity  of  coming  forward 
with  his  propofed  declaration,  and  he  ihould  feel  for  the 

Conititution,  if  their  Lord/hips  did  not  lend  him  their  ready 

concurieuce 
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concurBence  when  he  did  bring  it  forward.  A  oettf  nffation 
ot  the  neceflity  of  his  bringing  forward  the  declardtion  he 
propofedy  was  a  noble  Lord's  having  i«rely  ftood  up  and 
avowed,  that  the  proceedings  going  on  were  intended  to  de* 
lude  and  throw  duft  in  the  eyes  of  tha  public. 

Earl  Camden  again  repeated  bis  acquiefcence  in  that  doc-  Earl 
trine,  which  no  man  who  knew  any  thing  of  the  Confti-  Ctmden. 
tutlon  could  objefi  againd.  1  he  doctrine  was^  that  honours 
and  rewards  were  derivable  folely  from  the  fpontaneous  will 
of  tlie  Crown.  He  wasi  lie  proteded,  as  much  ah  enemy 
to  republican  principles  as  the  noble  Earl.  He  had  never 
meant  to  infinuate,  that  tlie  Peerage  could  fairly  and  conAi* 
tutionally  origii^.ate  in  a  proceeding  6f  the  two  Houfes  of 
Parliament  at  their  own  inflance^  but  at  the  inftance  of  the 
kegent,  intimated  through  the  medium  of  the  two  Houfet 
of  Parliament)  and  in  fuperaddition  to  the  will  of  the  Re- 
gent having  the  fan£^ion  of  their  advice, 

t^ord  Pgt'tchiftcr  declared,  that  the  noble  and  learned  Earl     Lord 
had  intruded 'upon  the  Houfe  the  tlrange  and  unconftitu*  PortcheC. 
tiooal  doi^rine,  that  the  creation  of  Peers  depended  en  the      *«'"• 
concurreiKre  of  the  two  Houfes  of  Parliament. 

Earl  CamtUn  nnfwered,  that  not  a  word  witich  he  had  ut-  Farl 
tered  could  juflify  the  aflertion  of  the  noble  Peer  who  fpoke  Camdea. 
laft.  He  had  not  talked  at  ail  of  the  concurrence  of  the 
two  Houfes,  bat  of  an  a6l  having  pafled  at'  the  intermedi* 
ate  inftance  of  the  Regent,  fighined  expreffly  to  he  fuch^ 
which  authorized  the  ennobling  Sir  John  Cornwall.  He 
repeated  it,  that  abundant  inftances  of  Peerages  created  br 
Parliament  could  be  adduced,  but  defired,  if  by  any  loofe 
and  unguarded  expreflion,  he  had  been  underftood  to  iott* 
mate,  that  it  was  his  opinion *that  the  honour  of  the  Peer- 
age could  originate  in  any  other  fource  than  the  pure,  fpon-* 
taneous  will  of  the  Crown,  or  the  perfon  exercifing  tho 
Royal  authority,  he  might  ftand  corre(^ed,  and  be  confidered 
as  having  withdrawn  any  fuch  expreffion. 

Lord  PoricheJJer  imputed  the  dangerous  do£lrines  broached  Lord  Port  i 
that  day,  and  all  the  unconftitutional  opinions  advanced  one  chtftcr. 
after  the  other,  from  time  to  time,  to  the  imprudence  of 
the  two  Houfes  not  having,  in  the  firft  inftance,  purfued 
the  plain,  dire3,  and  obvious  line  of  their  duty>  and  de- 
clared His  Royal  Highnefs  the  Prince  of  Wales  Regent, 
thus  preventing  all  that  delay  which  had  led  to  accumulated 
difficulty  and  danger.  He  denied  that  the  prefent  Minifters 
Were  or  ought  to  be  confidered  as  Minifters  ;  they  .were  the 
latefervantj  of  the  Crown,  and  at  prefent,  tliey  were  ufurperty 
^ho  had  arrog^fed  to  themfelves  offices,  which  they  had  no 
^ijht  to  hold,  and  who  clinging  to  office  to  the  laft  mo* 
a>ent,  continued  in  th«  fxercife  of  authorityi  after  their 
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truft  and  powers  were  at  an  end ;  their  only  olijed  could  he 
to  ihare  the  fpoils  of  government  by  providing  places,  pen- 
fions,  and  finetures,  for  their  friends  and  adherents. 
Lord       .  Lord  OJbwne  (the  Marquis  of  Carmarthen)  called  the 
Oiborne.  noble  Lord  to  order.     He  was  fure  the  noble  Lord  would 
forgive  him  for  his  interruption,  fince  it  would  afford  hlra 
an   opportunity  of  recolledling  himfelf,   and  he  was  pcr- 
fuaded,  that  when  he  became  cool,  he  would  feel  the  in- 
juilice  of  applying  fuch  a  term  as  ufurpers  to  thofe  who 
certainly  could  not,    under  the  prefent  circumftances,  he 
deemed  Minifters,  but,  who  neveithelefs  were  under  thene- 
ceflity,  on  a  principle  of  duty  and  honour,  obvious  to  the 
undcrftanding  of  every  man  of  common  feufc,  not  to  leave 
their  offices  till  fuch  meafures  had  been  taken   with  the  ad- 
vice and  confent  of  Parliament,  as  might  render  it  faTe  for 
the  public  that  they  fliould  quit  their  very  difagreeable  fitu- 
ations,  and  embrace  others  ofgreatereafe,  fecurity,  and  com- 
fort.    The  talk  of  projwGiig  the  meafures  neceflary  to  Iw 
adopted  in  the  prefent  arduous  crifis,  had  devolved  on  thofe 
*  who  had  the  honour  to  ferve  His  Majefty,  at  the  time  that 
he  had  been  feized  with  his  illnefs,  and  furely,  it  wa^  no 
very  enviable  ta(k.     The'  noble  Lord,  tlierefore,  he  trufteJ, 
would  fufFer  ihtm  to  proceed  in  the  difcharge  of  tl.eir  duty, 
relying,  as  he  might  fafely,  upon   the  certainty  that  they 
were  as  anxious  to  retire,  as  they  could  wifli  them  to  be,  from 
the  irkfome  fituation  in  which  they    felt  themfelves  plated. 
The  noble  Lord  had  thought  proper  to  impute  to  the  noble 
and  learned  Earl  at  llie  head  of  His  Majefly's  Councils — 
Ld.  Port-      Lord  Portchefter  begged  leaver  in  his  turn,  to  interrupt  the 
ehefter.    noble  Peer,  and  to  remind  him,  that  what  he  was  then  fay- 
ing was  not  to  order.     He  fhould  now,  therefore,  refume 
his  obfervations,  and  enumerate  the  monftrous  evils ihat  had 
followed  from  the  delay,  of  which  the  late  fervants  of  the 
Crown  had  been  guiky.   Among  other  enormities,  he  flatcd, 
that  no  longer  finre  than  Monday  laft,  two  men  had  been 
butchered  by  a  public  execution,  at  a  time  when,  from  there 
not  exifting  a  government,  the  door  of  nfcrcy  was  barred 
againfl  them.     Thofe  unfortunate  convidls,  therefore,  h^d 
been  deprived  of  (the  fair  chance  which  every  other  convift, 
during  the  exigence  of  an  adiual  jgovernment,  enjoyed)  ih« 
opportunity  of  applying  to  the  fountain  of  mercy,  to  ob- 
tain either  a  temporary  refpite,  or  a  final  iieprieve.     Another 
circumdance  of  a  fimilar  nature  had  occurred  in  Scotbndi 
the  particulars  of  which,  as  he  had  been  informed  of  them, 
for  he  knew  them  not  from  his  own  knowledge,  made  his 
heart  bleed  at  their  recolledion.     He  bad  heard  that  two 
men  had  been  executed  there,  after  it  had  been  intimated  to 
tlic  late  fervants  of  the  Crown,  that  one  of  th«  witneffe* 
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againfl  them  on  their  trial  was  believed,  on  no  light  autho* 
my,  to  have  been  the  perpetrator  of  the  crime  charged  upon 
rne  of  the  unhappy  men  conviAed,  and  who  had  hnce  fuf- 
fered. 

Lord  Sydney  declared,  that,  in  bis  ppinion,   it  was  not      Lord 
mer  'y  an  impropriety,  but  an  example  of  marked  injuftice^   Sjr4ncy. 
to  bring  fuch  violent  allegations  againft  His  Majefty's  fer- 
vants  in  fo  fudden  a  manner,  and  without  their  being  reduced 
to  fuch  a  ihape  and  form  as  fliould  admit  of  tne  parties 
chai^ged  making  a  regular  defence.     With  regard  to  the  per- 
fons  executed  in  Scotland,  though  he  fpoke  wholly  unpre- 
pared, he  helievcd,  he  fhouid  be  able  to  ftate  the  fads  cor* 
reftly.     The  two  perfons  were  convidled,  in  confequence 
of  a  full  and  folemn  trial ;  applications  had  afterwards  been 
made  to  Government,  ftating,  that  a  witnefs  on  one  of  the 
trials  was  charged  by  the  convid  with  having  been  guilty  of 
the  qrime  alledged  againft  him,  and  of  the  perpetration  of 
which  he  had  been  conviftcd ;  repeated  arrefts  of  execution 
had   been   fent  down,  and,  fince  the  trial  of  the  witnefs  in 
queftion,  the  law  oiEcers  of  the  Crown  in  Scotland  had  fig- 
nified  to  Government  their  clear  and  thorough  convidlion^ 
that  the  perfons  under  fentence  were,  beyond  all  queftion, 
guilty  of  the  crimes  of  w^iich  they  had  been  convi<5ted,  and 
the  execution  of  the  law  had  therefore  taken  place.     With 
regard  to  the  execution  inXondon,  the  fufFerers  were  two 
perfons  convlfted  of  murder,  who  were,  by  the  autiiority 
of  a  fpecial  ftatute,  obliged  to  be  executed  within  a  fpeci- 
iied  period  of  time,  unlefs  fome  circumflances  had  been  fig- 
nified  to  have  come  out  on  their  trial  to  make  the  interpofi- 
tion  of  the  Royal  clemency  neceflary.     If,  however,  the 
noble  Lord  had  any  charge  to  make  againft  thofe  who  had 
the  honour  to  ferve  His  Majefty,  it  behoved  the  noble  lord, 
in  candour  and  fairnefs,  to  give  regular  notice  of  his  inten- 
tions, that  the  perfons  criminated  might  come  forward  with 
their  vind'rcation. 

Lord  FtStcheJltr  anfwered,  that  although  far  from  retrafi*  Ld.  Portia 
ing  his  obfervations,  le  did  not  mean  to  exhibit  articles  of  cheftcr. 
charge  againft  Minifters;  he  had  merely  imputed  the  melan- 
choly fafts  which  he  had  mentioned  to  the  delay  which  had 
tnken  place;  and  he  repeated  hi<?  words,  that  the  conviifis 
executed  had  been  butchered,  having  been  debarred  of  the 
opportunity  of  applying  by  petition,  or  otherwise,  for  that 
niercy,  which  had  there  been  an  exifting  Government,  there 
Would  have  been  an  opportunity  of  their  applying  for.  He 
quotedJudgeBlackftone's Commentaries,  in  wliich  the  author 
ftates,  that  fo  tender  and  humane  is  the  criminal  law  of 
England,  that  if  a  convict,  after  receiving  judgement,  lofts 
ki&  {j^nfies,  it  is  pf^^l  i^  ft^y  the  execution,  from  the  idea, 
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that  if  the  prtfoner  }\zi  detained  his  fanity  of  mind,  he 
might  poffibly  have  faggefted  fome  plea  fufiiciently  itrong 
to  have  induced  Government  to  mitigate  the  fevetity  of  his 
fentence. 

Lord  Sydney  faid,  that  he  had  afVually  conceived  that, 
when  he  heard  His  Majefty's  fervants  charged  with- being 
ofurpcrs,  who  ftaid  in  office  merely  to  ihare  the  fpoils  of 
Government,  and  provide  places,  penfions,  and  finecures,  for 
their  friends  and  adherents,  he  was  juflified  in  confidering 
fuch  an  afTertion  as  a  direcland  pointed accufation. 

Lord  Poruhejler  ftill  contended  that  the  noble  Lord  had 
tnifinterpreted  his  remarks^  which  he  had  urged,  not  as 
charges  again  (I  His  Majefty's  fervants,  butas  aigUments,  to 
prove  the  fatal  confequences  refulting  from  the  delay  which 
had  taken  place  \r\  pnaking  the  Legiflature  complete,  and  he 
fhould  perfift  in  maintaining  it  to  be  one  of  the  moft  promi- 
nent of  thofe  evil  confequences,  fince  the  perfons  executed, 
though  perhaps  all  guilty  of  the  crimes  alledged  againft  them, 
<o  the  utmofl  extent  of  thofe  crimes,  had  certainly  been  exe- 
cuted without  having  in  opportunity  of  appealing,  like  former 
convifls,  by  various  means,  to  the  conflitutional  fountain 
of  mercy. 

Lord  Kenyan  ohferved,  that  it  would  ill  become  him,  were 
he  to  liftcn  with  filent  indifierence  to  a  charge  of  fo  ferioosa 
nature,  and  urged  ^ith  fuch  vehemence  again  ft  ajudge.  If  the 
fadl  were  true  which  the  noble  Lord  alledged,  it  muft  have 
been  owing  to  the  criminal  negleft  of  one  of  the  Judges.   He 
had  hoped,  therefore,  that  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  (Lough- 
borough) who  fat  near  the  noble  Lord  who  had  made  the 
charge,  as  he  hnd  been  fo  mvch  longer  a  Judge  than  he  had> 
and,  poffibly,  might  have  known  the  faft  in  queftion,  as  fat  as 
it  referred  to  the  London  eiecption,  would  have  rifen,  and 
fet  the  noble  Lord  right.  It  >vas  ncpdlefs  to  remind  the  Hotife, 
who  could  not  be  ignorant  of  the  nature  of  fuch  a  circum- 
fiance,  that  if,  on  the  trial  of  a  perfon  conyifl^d  of  a  capital 
Crime,  circumftances  came  out,  which  warranted  the  Judge 
ta  fuppofe  that  the  conviAion  was  foundetl  on  erroneous  prin- 
ciples, it  became  his  duty  to  refpite  the  convi<^ ;  this  had 
fceen  done  from  time  to  time,  and,  he  might  fay,  from  year 
to  year.     If,  therefore,  any  favourable  circumftances  lw4 
appeared  on  the  trial  of  the  two  pcrfons  executed  on  the  pre- 
ceding Monday,  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Judge  who  tried  the 
ciriminah  to  have  refpited  them ;  and  if  he  neglefted  (his  high 
duty,  the  men  had  not  been  butchered,  but  murdered,  which 
was,  in  the  contemplation  of  law,  a  much  higher  oifertce;and 
the  Judge  who  had  been  guilty  of  fuch  an  adt  of  criminal  ne- 
gledt,  inftead  of  being  fufFered  to  go  in  ftate  to  Weftminflcr 
Hall  the  next  morning,  ought  to  be  feiTscd  in  his  furr  tohcu 
'  '     '  '        -  dragged 
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dragged  from  the  feat  of  juftice,  find  hurried  to  that  dnhgeoti 
in  which  the  two  unfortunate  fufi^ters  had  lingered  their  laft 
hours  of  exiilence.  Under  this  convi<fiid>n,  and  thefe  inde- 
lible impreflions,  he  could  not  avoid  calling  upon  the  noble 
Lord  to  make  good  his  charge,  to  piit  the  parties  atcufisdy 
whoever  they  might  be,  (for,  he  declared,  he  knew  not  \i^ho 
was  the  Judge  in  queftion)  upon  their  trials,  and  to  bring 
the  guilty  perfons  to  that  condign  punifhihent,  which,  if  the 
charge  were  true,  they  moft  undoubtedly  merited. 

Lord  Portchefier  anfwered,  that  he  Was  ftill  very  far  from  Ld.  Port* 
retracing  his  remarks;  but,  when  he  examined  their  nature,  cheAer. 
he  muft  beg  leave  (o  remind  the  noble  and  learned  Lord,  that, 
in  truth,  he  neither  had*adva.nced,  nor  intended  to  advance, 
any  charge  againft  a  Judge.  He  had  not  known,  when  he 
firll  fjjoke,  the  name  of  the  Judge  who  tried  the  criminals^ 
convicted  at  the  Old  fiaily.  He  had,  that  moment,  learnt 
that  the  Judge  was  his  own  relation,  and  a  man  for  whom 
he  entertained  a  fincere  refped) ;  but  that  altered  not  the 
truth.  He  mentioned  the  faAs  to  which  he  had  alluded,  as 
proofs  of  the  various  evils  that  had  refulted  from  the  delay 
fuffered  to  take  place  in  reftoring  the  Sovereign  authority, 
and  though  he  believed  the  perforis  executed  to  have  deferved 
their  dea  hs,  and  knew  that  two  of  them  were  executed  in 
conformity  to  an  exprefs  ftntute,  hefhould,  neverthelefs,  con- 
tend, that  they  were  deprived  of  that  chance  of  mercy,  of 
which  the  Conftitution  allowed  all  convicts  tQ  avail  them* 

« 

felves. 

Lord  Lou^bhcrough  lamented  that,  both  at  the  beginning  Lord 
and  at  the  conclufion  of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord^s  fpeech^  Loughbo- 
he  fhould  have  taken  occafion  to  afcribe  to  him  an  inatten-  rough* 
tion,  the  imputation  of  which  muft  neceflarily  have  given 
him  pain.  Undoubtedly,  he  had  been  a  Judge  fome  years 
longer  than  the  noble  and  learned  Lord,  and  he  certainly 
felt  fo  much  refpe£k  and  efteem  for  the  Judges  in  general, 
fp  much  convidron  of  tfie  probity  and  honour  of  every  oi\n 
of  them,  he  might  fay,  fo  much  of  the  fort  of  afFecSion,  im- 
plied by  the  term  commonly  ufed  in  their  mode  of  addreffing 
each  other,  that  had  he  heard  any  thing  whiph  tended,  in  the 
fmaileft  degree,  to  impeach  their  integrity,  or  arraign  their 
ponduc>,  he  fhould  have  thought  it  his  duty  to  have  flood 
up,  and  defired  that  the  imputation  might  have  been  reduced 
to  a  ftiape  and  a  form  capable  of  being  combated.  But,  he 
had  heard  nothing  like  this;  a  noble  Lord,  fpeaking  plainly 
on  the  evils  refulting  from  the  prefent  conjundlure  of  affairs, 
ftated,  that  certain  convifts  had  been  debarred  from  the  op- 
portunity of  appealing  to  thebeft  attribute  of  the  Thronej 
Jlnd  of  foliciting,  through  the  different  channelsof  ordin  iry 
application^  that  clemency  which  was  the  peculiar  ornament 

and 
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and  glory  of  the  Crown.  With  regard  to  the  fuppofed  im- 
putation on  any  one  of  thejudges,  he  denied  that  any  eiiftcd. 
A  Judge  might  try  a  prifoner,  pafs  the  fentence  of  ihe  law 
upon  him,  which,  unJoubtedly,  was  the  fentence  of  the  law, 
and  not  the  fentence  of  the  Judge,  and  not  feel  himfclf  war- 
ranted to  make  a  report  in  his  favour.  When  he  laid  this, 
he  fpoke  from  his  own  experience;  it  had  happened  to  him, 
and  that  more  than  once  or  twice,  or  thrice,  that  he  had 
tried  prifonfers;  they  had  been  capitally  conv'uSled ;  lie  had 
carefully  revifed  all  the  circ'umiiances  of  their  trini,  and  iiot 
being  able  to  difcover,  to  the  latisfadtion  of  his  own  mind,  a 
iingte  reai'pn  to  juftify  a  report  in  their  favour,  he  had  re- 
ported that  he  could  not  think  himfelf  warranted  in  recom- 
n>ending  them  to  mercy.  He  had  done  this ;  and,  neverthf- 
lefs,  mercy  had  be^n  more  than  onc«  extended  to  perfons  cf 
tliat  defcripttcn,  and,  he  verily  believed,  on  a. very  fair  and 
proper  principle*  He  particularly  recollected  acaf^  in  Nor- 
folk, where  four  prifone/s  had  been  capitally  convidted,  and 
he  had  not,  upon  the  moft  fcrupulous  revifion  of  the  trial, 
difcoveied  to  his  own  convi6lion,  any  difference  in  their 
cafes,  feparately  confidered,  which  ap^ieared  to  him  to  war- 
rant his  reporting  of  one  more  favourably  than  of  another; 
and  yet  it  happened,  that  the  Royal  mercy  was. extended  to 
•ne  of  them,  and  he  thought-v^ry  fahly ;  it  having  been  con- 
fideretl,  that  it  was  poflible  that  one  out  of  the  four  might  be 
laved,  without  injury  to  the  effefl  of  the  law.  In  ftating 
tliefe  fifls,  lie  did  not  hefitate,in  the  lealt  to  rifk  his  o>vn 
eharafter  for  humanity  as  a  yitdge.  He  had  always  held  it 
to  he  more  humane,  as  well  for  the  exnmple  of  others,  as  for 
ihe  enforcement  of  theobjeft  and  intention  of  the  penal  fin- 
tutes,  where  the  guilt  was  evident  and  glaring,  rather  to  let 
the  law  take  its  courfe,  than  by  a  miftaken  lenity,  to  multi- 
ply otfenders,  and  accumulate  the  facrifices  at  the /hrine  ol 
what  was  falfely  confidered  the  fanguinary  fpirit  of  ourcri- 
mi^^al  laws.  Quitting  this  fubj  dt,  Lord  Loughborough  now 
adverted  to  what  had  pafTed  between  the  noble  Lord  at  the 
hend  of  His  M.reftv^s  Council,  and  a  noble  F/aiLnearhim, 
relative  tosi  Peerage  being  created  by  the  authority  of  anaU 
#)f  Parliament.  He  contended  ng.iinft  the  mifchierof  encou- 
rJi2:ing  any  fuch  idea  to  obtain  ground,  and  urged  the  danger 
of  itsadmiffion  as  a  doclrine  authorr.vd  even  by  the  fanftion 
of  :in  individual  Peer  of  Parliametit  dfilivered  in  debate,  re* 
minding  their  Lordfiiips^that,  ahhongh  atlmit  ing  the  noM« 
and  ler.rned  Earl's  doiHrine  in  itsfuHeft  extent,  a  Peerajjehill 
iY>lg)>t  originate  in  a  meffiige  delivered  either  at  the  inftance 
(>f  the  Crown,  or  at  the  in  fiance  of  the  Regent,  neverrhflfl> 
the  1  Joofe  ot  Commons  would  immediately  be  let  into  their 
iSiAic  (  f  creatiofj  a  Peer,  the  hopour  of  the  Pijerage  would  h; 
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put  to  the  vote,  and  thence  a  mod  unparliamentary  interfe- 
rence of  the  other  Houfe  with  the  confticution  of  that  HouliSf  . 
would  be  eAaMiflied ;  a  do<5)rint*  too  monilrous  to  l)e  per* 
mitted  for  a  iingle  moment !  He  'hopcid,  the  noble  Earl 
would,  by  a  full  difavowal  of  the  do£lrine,  reuder  his  noble 
friend*s  intended  appeal  to  the  Houfe  unneccfTary.  Ihe  ufe 
and  advantage  rtfulting  from  the  powerof  creating  Peers  re- 
maining entire,  free,  and  unreflrained,  in  the  hands  of  the 
executive  Government,  was  an  incentive  to  public  fp'.rit  and 
public  virtue ;  and  their  Lordihips  might  recoileii  the  ancient 
mythological  fable,  reprefenting  the  Tefnple  of  Honour  a« 
placed  behind  the  I  emple  of  Virtue,  meaning  thereby  to 
inculcate  the  do£)rine,  that  all  who  obtained  admiflion  to 
the  latter  muft  neceffarily  prfs  through  the  former,  fince  it 
was  fuppofed  that  no  pert'on  could  deferve  honour,  who  had 
not  manifefted  proofs  of  virtue. 

Earl  CamJtn  anfwered,  that  it  would  have  given  him  great  E«tf 
concern,  if  he  had  not  made  wliat  he  meant  intelligible  by  CimdcB* 
his  explanations,  and  if  he  had  not  refcued  himfelf  from  all 
poffible  imputation  of  either  broaching  or  maintaining  an  un- 
conilitutipnal  doflrine.  He,  therefore,  begged  leave  to  re- 
aflert  that  he  had  not  entert<*ined  the  moft  diftant  idea  of  lay- 
ing down  pofitions  repugnant  to  the  ideas  which  the  Con-- 
ftitution  fupported,  rc^tpcfcting  tlie  creation  of  Peers,  and 
if  any  w^ords  which  had  f.illen  from  him  warranted  fuch  a  fup- 
pofition,  he  truited  that  now  their  Lordihips  would  confider 
iiim  as  totally  retra<5ling  every  lylla^Ie  of  fuch  a  nature. 

Elarl  FltziviUlam  remarked,  that  he  conlidered  this  fuUdif-  Eirl  Pit»- 
avowal  of  a  mod  uncunllitutional  dodrine,  as  at  once  candid  wiUiim. 

and  fatisfaflory. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  profeiTed  himfelf  to  have  entertained  a  Ld.Cha»» 
wifh,  that  indead  of  anfwering  the  argument  of  the  noble  cellor. 
Earl,  who  had  threatened  to  introduce  an  abftradt  propo- 
ittion,  and  call  upon  the  Houfe  ro  vote  a  truifm,"  the  noble 
and  learned-  Earl  would  have  challenged  the  noble  Earl  to 
have  come  forward  with  his  propofition,.  and  take  the  fenfe 
of  the  Houfe.  The  noble  and  leurned  Earl  was  right  in  his 
argument;  it  was  indifputablethat  Peers  had  been  created 
by  the  authoify  of  Parliament.  In  point  of  fa£^,  in  acer* 
tain  period  of  our  hiftory,  Peers  were  as  often  created  that 
way,  as  any  other.  With  regard  to  the  noble  Lord-  who^ 
had  charged  Minifters  with  ufurpation,  and  ha4  talked  of  tba 
butchery  of  certain  convifts.who  hadTuffered  the  feiTtlrn^e  of 
the  law,  he  imputed  much  of  the  violence  of  that  itobld 
Lord's  ch;>rges  againft  Minifters  to  the  natural  waxmth  of 
his  temper,  which  would  not  allow  him  to  refled^  on  the  in- 
jufiiceof  fuddenly  and  ipbfely  urging  an  accufation  againft' 
mcn^  wbofe  £hara£lers  for  integrity,  reftitudci  and  a^f^th* 

ful 
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ful  difch^rge  of  the  dutiei  of  their  office,  were  as  dear  to 

(hem  as  any  principle  of  a£lion  on  which  the  nohle  Lord 

might  pride  himfel^'.     Let  the  noble  Lord  reco]Ie£l»  thati 

charge  of  having  fuffered  men  to  be  butchered,  was  of  th^t 

fort  to  which  no  butQan  breaft  could  fubmit,  and  that  he, 

gnd  every  other  man,  ftanding  in  a  public  and  refponfibk 

iituation,  mud  neceflTarily  feel  that  fuch  a  charge  ought  not 

to  be  flightly  urged.     It  the  noble  Lord  thought-  himfelf 

in  poflefiion  of  any  f^Ct  t^groundeither  of  his  charg;t»  upon, 

for  charges,  he  ihould  contend,  qioft  undoubtedly  that  they 

i^^ere,  let  him  come  forward  and  (late  them.     But,  the  noble 

X'Ord  ought  to  ilate  them  fpecitically  and  in  form ;  let  the 

noble  Lord  attack  him  like  a  man,  and  he  would  anfwer  it 

|Ls  a  man,  but  he  ought  not  to  be  expe£ted  to  fit  filent,  and 

h 'ar  himfelf  arraigned  in  the  groilefl;  manner,  without  eii* 

deavouring  at  leail  to  repel  the  blow. 

A^tiiunint       Vifcount  Stormont  ftated  his  fentiments  refpedling  the  rc- 

Stoimopc,.flri£lion  as  to  the  Peerage,  and  the  amendment  m3ved  by 

the  noble  Earl.     He  declared  he  would  fupport  the  latter, 

though  he  by  no  means  approved  of  tlie  reft ri61  ion  itfclf, 

which,  he,  thought,  came  with  a  very  ill  grace  from  thole, 

i^ho  had  exercifed  the  power  of  the  prerogative  with  a  Iit)e- 

ral  hand,  and   thence  held  out  to  the  world,  that  in  their 

opinion,  at  leaA,  the  power  of  making  Peers    was  peculiarly 

eflential  to  the  ejci Hence  of  a  good  government.    In  tht 

courfe  of  five  years,  the  prefent  Adminiflration  had  created 

forty-two  Peers,     Calling  His  Majefty's   reign  therefore, 

for  the  fake  of  eafing  the  average,    only  five  and  twenty 

yisars,  in  tha^  period,  if  the  prerogative  of  making  Peers 

were  exercifed  in  proportion  to  the  ratio  of  the  laft  five 

years,  np  lefs  th»m  two  hundred  and  forty  Peers  would  have 

b0efi  <?reated  in  the  prefent  reign;  wliich,  if  it  were  true, 

as  the  noble  Earl  at  the  head  of  His  Majeily's  Councils  had 

ilated»  that  there  ought  to  he  a  certain  quota  of  Peers  only 

created  hi  everv  reign,  was  a  tolerably  large  quota  for  the 

'  preient  reign.    Vifcount  Stormont  argued  the  great  neccrf- 

iity.for  this  prerogative  of  the  Crown  to  be  freely  exercifed 

by  the  perfon'or  pcrfons,  whoever  he  or  they  might  be  that 

repr^^ted  the  third  eftate,  and  appeahed  to  the  Houfe  it^ 

(elf  whether,  if  the  power  in  queftion  had  not  been  exerci-* 

fed  during  the  laft  ten  years,  the  public  and  the  country 

would  not  h;ive  fufFered  many  great  inconveniences.    Among 

Qthef  material  loftes  which  that  Houfe  in  particular  would 

faiy^  fuftained,  it  would  not  have  enjoyed  the  advantage  of 

the  prefence  and  abilities  of  the  two  noble  and  learned  lordi 

who  had  juft  fpoken.    To  enforce  his  reafoning  refpeding 

that  diiadvantage  (a^  difadvantage  which  be  was  perfuaded 

IrfOrdihipi  would  admit  with  hiin  (q  h^ve  been  real 

and 
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and  fubilantial)  had  they  fuffered  it)  he  would  go  a  little, 
into  detail^  which  was  fometimes  the  mofl  efFedlual  mode  of 
arguing.       Ever  fincc  the  difcufllon  of  the  queftion  refpedl- 
mg  the  Regency,  they  had  lofl  two  perfons  6{  great  charac- 
ter and  confequence  in  the  country,  (Lord  Grantley,  and 
the  late  Speaker  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons)  and  it  was  im- 
pofllble  to  fay,  \yhat  farther  ravages  the  fell  tyrant,  vvhofe 
irrefiflible  power  they  muft  all  one  day  fubmit  to,  whether 
crowned  or  not,    ijiight  make  among  them.     At  prefent, 
there  were  not  more  than   five  noble  and  learned  Lords, 
Members  of  that  Houfe, 'who  ufually  attended.     No  one 
of  thefe  five  (Lord  Camden,  Lord  Bathurft,  Lord  Tliurlow^ 
Lord  Loughborough,  and  Lord  Ken  yon)  could  render  their 
natural  exiftence,  like  their  reputations,  immortal  ;  it  was 
impoffible,  therefore,  to  fay  how  foon  their  Lordfhip^  might 
be  deprived  of  the  benefit  of  their  afliftance.     Should  fuch 
an  unfortunate  event  (which  no  man  could  more  fincerely 
deprecate  than  he  did)  take  place,  and  the  Regent  be  depri- 
ved of  the  power  of  adding  to  the  Peerage,  to  what  a  fi'tua- 
tion  would  that  Houfe  be  reduced?  In  what  a  lamenraf)le 
condition  would  the  property  of  the  kingdom  ft.ind  ?  Caufes 
oi  appeal  of  infinite  magnitude  and  importance,  involving 
queflions  of  great  legal  fubtlety  might  come  before  them, 
and  furely  none  of  their  Lordfhips  would  fay,  that  the  iffiie 
of  appeals  of   that  defcription  ought  to  reft  on  the  decifion 
of  int^rity  alone.     The  affi (lance  of  Peers  of  profeflional 
knowledge    was  clearly  indifpenfable;    and  yet    from   the 
cafe  he  had  put,  their  Lordfliips  would  fee,  that  if  the  re- 
ftriSion,   difabling  the  Regent  from  making  Peers,    wel^3 
adopted  without  its  being,  as  the  amendment  propofed,  con- 
fined to  a  limited  time,  they  would  be  expofed  to  the  chance 
of  being  deprived  of  fuch  very  neceflary  affiftance.     Great, 
indeed,  was  the  neceffity  of  prefer ving  the  whole  chain  of 
Sovereign  authority   entire.      The  firft  link  ought   to  be 
fattened  to  the  foot  of  the  Throne,  and  proceed  regularly, 
link  by  link,  to  its  termination.    Let  them,  as  they  had  been 
well  advifed,  beware  how  they  fhut  the  door  upon  the  power 
of  [creating  Peers,      The   door  once  locked,    they    would 
no  longer  have  the  key  in  their  pofleflion,  nor  would  it  bo 
in  their  power  to  obtain  it  again.     He  reminded  their  Lordr 
fl|[ps  of  the  pride  and  vanity  natural  to  human  nature,  and 
thence  argued  againft  their  own  weaknefs,  which  might  in- 
duce them   to  refift  any  attempt  hereafter  to  reftore  that 
branch  of  the  prerogative.     He  reminded  them  of  the  Re- 
gency bill  that  had  been  introduced  in  the  reign  of  George 
the  Firft,  and  recapitulated  all  the  circumftances  of  it,  ob- 
ferving,  that  the  Minifter  of  that  day,  who  was  undoubt- 
edly a  man  of  abilitv>  ftood  upon  the  baneful  ground  of  in- 
VoL.  XXVL     '  ^  troducing 
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troducing  diflTention  into  the  Royal  Family,  atid  potfotiing 
the  ear  of  the  Sovereign  againft  the  Prince  of  Wales,  tte 
Heir  Apparent.     Ht  afterwards  cautioned  the  Committee 
againft  confenting  to  take  from  the  Regent  any  part  of  the 
Royal   prerogatives,  contending,   that  as  brs  govertmient, 
from  the  uncertainty  of  its  duration,  and  its  want  of  per- 
manency, would  unavoidably  be  weaker  than  that  of  the 
Crown,  it  ought  to  have  the  benefit  of  being  armed  and 
fortified  with  every  power  granted  to  the  Crown  in  aid  of 
its  executive  Authority,  and  afierting,  that  if  it  were  tnfifted 
on,  that  powers  were  given  to  the  Crown  that  were  not 
abiblutely  nece^ary  to  the  government  of  the  Regent,  the 
plain  inference  imifi;  be,  that  more  powers  were  poileiled  by 
the  Crown  than  werc^  abfolotely  neceflary,   and  all  fuch 
fupcrabundant  powers,  every   man  would  admit,  ikiuft  be 
mifchievous,  and  ought  not  to  remain  a  moment  longer. 
He  took  occafion  to  allude  to  the  conduct  of  Richard  Dake 
of  York,  of  whom  they  had  heard  fo  much  before,  who  in 
the  chara£ler  of  Guardian  of  the  kingdom,  during  the  in- 
fii-mity  of  Henry  the  Sixth,  put  the  great  feal  to  a  commif- 
fion  iflued  in  the  name  of  the  King,  purporting  to  audio- 
rize  the  levying  of  troops  to  proceed  againft  the  traitors, 
which  traitors,  fo  defcribed,  were  no  other  than  the  Queen 
fieifelf,  and  all  thofe  who  had,  from  principles  of  loyalty, 
ventur<5d  to  fupport  the  finking  caufe  of  Henry  the  o'ncth. 
This  he  inftanced  as  a  proof  of  the  dangerous  abnfes  that 
might  be  grounded  on  a  fi£lion  of  law  reprefenting  the 
King^s  authority,  and  in  confirmation  of  it,  he  mentioned 
that  a  fimiiar  commiffion  had  been  ifiued  in  France^  in  the 
naihe  of  the  Queen  of  Henry  the  Third  of  that  kingdom, 
by  the  young   Duke  of  Guines,  who,  in  his  early  career, 
anedted  to  have  the  fupport  of  the  government  for  bis  ob- 
je&  in  taking  up  arms,  but  who  ultimately  endeavoured  to 
ruin  the  interefts  of  the  heft  Monarch  thiat  ever  fat  upon 
the  Throne  of  Frajice,  Henry  IV. 
Ld.  Chan-      The  Lord  Chancellor  faid,  that  he  muft  take  the  liberty  of 
ccHor.    declaring  that  he  concurred  completely  with  tlie  noble  V if- 
count  in  the  pofition,  which  he  laid  down  with  fo  laudable 
an  emphafis,  that  the  man  who  endeavoured  to  fow  di£en- 
tions  in  the  Royal  Family,  and  to  fet  the  difierent  branches 
at  variance,  deferved  the  execration  of  bis  country,  and  aified 
with  a  degree  of  bafenefs  beyond  any  other  fpecies  of  baman 
depravity.    He  trufted,  however,  from  the  little  he  Jiad  been 
able  to  fee  of  the  Royal  circle,  that  there  was  no  probability 
of  any  fuch  event  as  a  difnnion  in  the  family  taking  place, 
and  therefore  he  hoped,  that  inftead  of  attempting  to  infi* 
nuate  that  Her  Majefty's  holding  the  patronage  of  the  boufe- 
hold  was  likely  to  operate  to  the  tiifad  vantage  of  the  Govern- 
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cnent  of  the  Regent,  it  would  be  infifted,  on  all  hands,  as 
more  likely  to  heexercifed  to  its  ftrength  and  its  advantage. 
He  declared  he  felt  wl^at  had  fallen  from  a  noble  Earl,  early 
in  the  debate,  as  the  mod  handfome  thing  that  had  been  faid 
upon  the  fubjefl  in  the  courfe  of  the  difcuffions  relative  to 
the  Regency  in  either  Houfe  of  Parliament.     He  alluded,  he 
laid,  to  the  noble  Larl's  emphatical  declaration,  that  he  was 
moft  perfed'ly  convinced,  that  the  patronage  of  the  Royal 
Houfehold  was  not  likely  to  he  exercifed  by  the  exalted  Per- 
fonage,  in  whofe  hands  the  refolutions  went  to  place  it,  to 
the  difadvantage  of  the  Prince  Regent,  her  fon.     I'hat  was 
the  true  point  of  view  to  regard  it  in,  and,  for  the  peace  and 
quiet  of  the  country,  it  ought  to  be  fo  argued.    Amiable  was 
the  condiidk  of  the  Prince  of  Wales  ;  and  to  fuch  a  mother, 
he  could  not  but  ad  with  every  poffible  tendernefs  and  re- 
gard.    He  was  proud  to  confefs  that  he  thought  the  Houfe 
highly  obliged  to  the  Prince  for  having  fet  the  queflion  of 
right,  which  had  accidentally  been  ftarted,  and,  he  verily  be- 
lieved, without  any  ferious  intention  of  inAfting  on  it,  com- 
pletely  at  reft,  by  the  very  explicit  and  fatisfa&ory  meiTage, 
which  they  had  all  heard  delivered  with  fo  much  propriety 
and  force  in  that  Houfe.     For  that,  they  were  already  in* 
debted  to  His  Royal  Highnefs,  and  he  trufted  they  (hould  be 
ftill  farther  indebted  for  various  inftances  of  good  fenfe,  and 
proper  regard  to  what  concerned  the  quiet  and  intereft  of  the 
Public.     After  more  comment  on  the  neceifity  and  proba- 
bility of  the  continuance  of  the  moft  perfeft  harmony  and 
union  in  the  Royal  Family,  the  Chancellor  proceeded  to  no- 
tice fome  of  the  arguments  that  had  fidlen  from  Lords  who 
had  fpoken  againft  the  queftion  in  the  courfe  of  the  debate. 
He  began  this  part  of  his  fpeech  with  declaring,  that  he  had 
not  perfeflly  underftood  the  logical  definition  of  right,  as 
ftated  in  two  different  ways  by  a  noble  and  learned  Pre» 
late.    The  noble  and  learned  Prelate  had  quoted  Grotius  as 
ftating  the  right  of  any  man  to  be  <*  his  moral  right  to  pof- 
'*  fefs  himfelf  of  any  thing  conformable  to  law."     Now,  this 
definition  could  not  apply  to  the  Regency ;  fuch  an  office  as 
that  of  a  Regent  not  being  recognized  by  any  part  of  the 
common,  or  of  the  ftatute  law,  and,  confequently,  no  ana- 
logy of  law  could  be  brought  to  bear  upon  it ;  nor  indeed,  did 
Grotius  mean  to  refer  to  any  fuch  matter  ;  but,  for  he  well 
tecolleded  the  paflage,  to  refer  folely  to  a  right  exifting  in 
A  ftate  of  nature.     The  other  definition  which  the  learned  , 

and  noble  Prelate  had  quoted  from  a  different  authority  than 
that  of  Grotius,  viz.  *<  a  moral  right  to  poffefs  any  thing 
'^  confiftently  with  law,''  warranted  not  the  application  of 
the  inference  that  the  noble  and  learned  Prelate  had  drawn 
from  it,  fince,  if  \\  could  be  deemed  a  fair  argument  to  fay 

^  a  that 


124  PARLIAMENTARY        A.  1789, 

that  the  Prince  of  Wales  had^a  right  to  the  Regency,  becaufe 
it  was  not  inconfiftent  with  any  known  law  for  him  to  pof- 
fefs  it,  it  might  with  equal  fairnefs'  be  urged,  that  the  noble 
and  learned  Prelate  had  as  good  a  right  to  it,  upon  the  very 
fame  ground  of  reafoning.  Another  remark  made^  by  the 
noble  and  learned  Prelate,  was  relative  to  the  demife  01  His 
Majelty  :  the  noble  and  learned  Prelate  had  argued  that  His 
Majelty,  having  been  by  infirmity  rendered  incapable  of  ex- 
ercifing  his  political  capacity,  was  to  be  confidercd,  during 
the  continuance  of  fuch  incapacity,  as  having  undergone  a 
natural  demife,  arid  therefore  to  be  in  a  ftate  of  temporary 
natural  demife.  Againft  this  pofition,  he  fliould  contend, 
that  ii  was  the  clear  language  of  law  and  the  conftitution, 
that  nothing  but  the  death  of  the  King  could  be  deemed  the 
natural  demife  of  the  Sovereign.  He  next  proceec*cd  to 
ihew,  that  by  a  fubfequent  part  of  the  Bifhop  of  Landaff's 
fpeech.  the  noble  and  learnt*d  Prelate  had  forgotten  what  he 
had  faiviof  the  temporary  natural  demife  of  the  King,  and 
had  reafoned  upon  his  natural  and  political  capacity  remain- 
ing ;  he  meant,  he  faid,  where  the  noble  and  learned  Prtlatc 
had  fuggefted  the  plan  which  he  thought  the  two  Houfes 
ought  to  have  purfued,  viz.  that  of  calling  upon  the  Prince 
to  adl  legiftativftly  in  the  name  of  his  father*  All  commif- 
fions  and  inllruments  of  authority  would,  in  that  cafe,  ne- 
ceflarily  have  the  great  fcal  of  England  annexed  to  them,  and 
they  would,  he  fuppofed,  run  of  courfe  in  the  name  of  George 
the  1  bird,  v/hich  would  be  abfurd,  if  the  King  could  be  fup- 
pofed to  have  undergone  a  temporary  natural  demife.  He 
reminded  1  ord  Stormont,  that  the  precedents  of  Henry  the 
Sixth's  reign  were  not,  it  was  evident,  thought  equally  ill 
of,  as  the  noble  tord  imagined,  in  all  parts  of  the  country, 
£nce  the  noble  and  learned  Prelate  had  fo  heartily  approved 
of  the  tranfaflions  on  ihe  death  of  Henry  V.  that  he  had  de- 
clared that  he  wiflied  the  whole  pi ecedent  had  been  gone 
upon.  The  noble  and  learned  Prelate,  hemuft  obfer^e,  was 
niiftaken  in  fuppofing  the  two  cafes,  that  of  the  minoritv  of 
Henry  VI,  and  our  prefent  fituation*  to  be  at  all  finnilar. 
When  Henry  the  Sixth  became  King,  there  was  no  Parlia- 
ment, no  Judges,  no  Sheriffs,  nor  any  other  officer  to  carry 
on  the  law,  or  the  public  bufinefs ;  whereas  now  there  was  a 
Parliament  exifting,  regularly  convened,  and  in  full  f">rce. 
The  adminiflration  ff  juftice  proceeded,  and  the  projier  offi- 
cers were  capable  of  executing  their  refpeftive  funflions. 
The  Chancellor  here  flated  the  t  ran  fafl  ions  which -took  place 
on  the  acreffion  of  Heriry  the  Sixth,  of  the  Chancellor's  car- 
rying the  great  feal  to  him  in  his  cradle,  and  the  Duke  of 
Gloncefter's  delivery  of  it  to  the  then  Mafter  of  the  Rolls. 
He  alfo  faid  that,  nt)lwithftanding  fo  much  had  been  orged 

againft 
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agahift  the  precedents  afibrded  by  the  reiga  of  Henry  th^ 
Sixth,  Lord  Chief  Juftice  Hale  relied  on  them  as  good  au« 
thorities  for  moA  of  the  fundamental  principles  of  our  Coq<* 
ftitution.     He  owned,  he  did  not  dill  ike  the  idea  fuggefted 
by  the  Btfiiop  of  Landaffy  and  obferved  that  fomething  mighty 
in  futare,  be  made  of  it.     He  denied  that  all  the  powers  and 
prerogatives  of  the  Crown. could  be  neceflary  for  the  Regent^  ' 
and  contended  that  it  was  their  duty  to  referve  fomething  to 
mark  the  rank  and  dignity  of  the  King's  perfon,  who  ought 
not  to  be  ftripped  of  every  rag  and  fymbol  of  Royalty.     He 
commended  the  independent  fpirit  of  Lord  Fauconberg,  that 
had  induced  him  to  repel  the  idea  of  the  Lords  of  His  Ma- 
jefty's  Bedchamber  being  at  the  back  of  the  Minifter  for  the 
time  being ;  but  laid,  that  he  had  been  a  little  furprifed  that 
the  noble  Lord  ihould  have  fo  far  miAaken  the  noble  Earl  at 
the  head  of  His  Majefty's  Council,  as  not  to  have  feen  that; 
the  drift  of  the  noble  Earl's  argument  had  been  to  refcue  th^ 
Lords  of  the  Bedchamber  from  the  calumny  caft  on  them 
elfewhere*     When  the  noble  Vifcount  had  talked  of  taking  ^ 
power  from  the  Regent,  he  was  perfe6lly  at  a  lofs  how  ^o 
underftand  the  phrafe.    Where  was  it  to  be  found  that  there 
exited  any  fuch  officer  as  a  Regent;  or,  if  it  could  be  found 
that  there  had  exifted  any  fuch  office,  how  were  its  powers 
defined  ?  He  denied  that  there  ever  had  exifted  in  the  con- 
templation of  law  fuch  a  thing  as  a  Regent.     He  had  heard 
of  Kin^s  Lieutenanfs,  Guardians  of  the  Realm,  and  Protec- 
tors, but  never  before  of  a  Regent;  and,  confequently^  a 
Regent  could  poflefs  no  other  power  than  the  two  Houfes 
chofe  to  beftow.     He  argued  againft  there  exifling  a  neceffity 
for  the  Regent  to  have  a  power  to  make  Peers,  and  maintained 
that  more  real  influence  would  refult  to  the  Regent's  Govern- 
ment, from  their  having  the  power  to  make  expeflations, 
ti^an  could  poiTibly  be  the  cafe,  were  they  to  be  enabled  im- 
mediately to  make    Peers.     He  ftated,    that  he  knew  but         ' 
of  two  modes  of  making  a  Peer ;  the  one,  of  fummoning  per- 
fons  to  that  Houle  by  writ,  or  creating  Peers  by  patent,  both 
of  which  were  neceiTirily  inherent  in  the  Crown,  as  the  foun- 
tain of  honour;  and  could  not,  with  fafety,  be  lodged  in 
other  bands ;  nor  ought  they,  at  any  time,  to  be  put  in  trufl 
for  the  Crown,  unlefs  in  a  cafe  of  abfolute  neceifity,  and  no 
fuch  cafe,  he  prefumed,  i3iy>uld  be  pretended  to  exift  at  pre- 
fent.     With  regard  to  the  amendment  propofed  by  the  noble 
Earl,  he  admitted  that  the  rcflridlions  muft,  in  their  nature^ 
be  temporary  ;  but,  the  difficulty  lay  in  the  pofitive  uncer-         ^ 
tainty  to  what  time  the  King's  recovery  might  be  delayed; 
to  declare,  therefore,  generally,  that  they  fhould  continue 
only  for  a  time  to  belimited^  was  bv  no  means  removing  the 
difficulty.    Whenever  His  Majefty  s  phy£cians  fhould,  un- 

.  fortunately 


i^  PARLIAMENT  AUr  A.  1789. 

fortuoately  for  that  country,  pronounce  His  MajeAy's  ma- 
lady to  be  lb  confirmed  by  continuance,  tliat  bis  core  was,  ui 
their  opinions,  either  inxpoffible,  or  higlily  improbable,  he 
ihould  then  think  the  operation  and  emSk  of  the  reftrifliom 
ought  to  ceafe  and  4etermine,  and  Parliament  woald,  at  all 
times,  have  it  in  its  power  to  make  the  proviiions  neeeSarj 
for  this  purpofe*  With  regard  to  what  hadbeeniaid  of  the 
rifque  of  leaving  the  removal  of  the  reftri£kions  Co  the  danger 
of  future  contingencies,  heihould  remark,  tliat  he  had  foil 
confidence  in  tlie  honour  and  independence  of  tint  floufei 
and  he  did  not  doubt  but  that  tlie  fame  degree  of  honour  and 
independence  would  continue,  and  that  when  the  time  fit 
for  taking  ofF  the  refiri^lions  ifaould  arriSre,  that  Hoafe 
would  willingly  co-operate  with  the  other  eftates  of  the 
Realm  in  putting  a  legal  end  to  their  duration* 

Previoufly  to  the  conclufionof  his  obfervations,  the  Lord 
Chancellor  denied  that  any  perfon  who  bad  a6ted  as  Guar- 
dian of  the  Realm,  or  Protedor,  had  ever  poflefied  the  full 
«xercife  of  the  Royal  prerogatives,  that  felf  coniVituted  R«^ 
gent,  Richard  the  Third,  sdone  excepted.  He  alfojuftiiied 
what  had  betn  deemed  a  &£tion  of  law,  and  ridiculed  as  fuch, 
declaring  it  to  be  the  only  conftituttonal  mode  of  procfedmg; 
that  could  be  reforted  to,  and  remarking  that,  if  the  re- 
£ri£tions  propofed  were  objedled  againft,  he  fliould  expeft 
to  hear  what  trick  thofe  who  oppofed  them,  wouki  have  ad- 
vifed  the  adoption  of,  asa  roorefafe,  more  fefpeAfuIy  and 
more  legal  mode  of  proceeding,  in  a  cafe  fo  difficult  and  em- 
barrafliflg. 
Vifcount  Vifcount  Stcrmont  dedbired  that  he  had  not  talked  oftak- 
Stormont..  ing  from  the  power  of  the  Rqgent,  but  had  argued  for  the 
neceffity  of  the  executive  Government,  in  whatever  bands 
.  placed,  having  the  advantage  of  all  the  powers  and  preroga- 
tives of  the  Royal  authority.  The  Regent,  iie  well  kneW| 
muft  be  their  creature,  and  could  have  tio  povver  but  what 
they  invefted  him  with;  it  did  not,  however,  follow  ^ 
confeauence,  that  it  would  he«ither  wife  or  proper  to  with- 
hold from  him  any  of  thofe  powers  wUch  were  deemed  ne- 
ceflary  to  the  carrying  on  ot  a  vigorous  and  efficactoas  Go- 
vernment, when  the  Royal  authority  was  exercifed  by  the 
Sovereign  himfelf.  He  was  always  happy  to  hear  the  nobfc 
and  learned  Lord,  becaofe,  after  the  noble^and  learned  Lord 

*  had  delivered  his  fentiments,  there feldom  remained  any  tJiiflg 
.  latent  in  an  y  bufi  nefs,  to  which  the  noble  and  learned  Lord's 

•  fentiments  referred.     By  the  manly  and  open  way  in  which 
.the  noble  and  learned  Lord  had  jufl  delivered  birofeif,  th«r 

Lordfhips  had  derived  this  eminent  advantage :  the  fecret  was 
difcovered,  and  they  were  in  full  poQei&on  of  the  whole  cir- 

cumilances  of  the  cafe.    It  was  no  longer  doubtful  for  what 

period 
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period  the  Canitations  and  refiridions  were  to  taft  ;  it  was* 
now  z^fovrtd  that  they  were  to  be  permanent  and  perpetual. 
For^  what  had  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  declared  t  Not 
merely  that  Parliament  would  have  the  difpofal  of  them  in  its 
power^  which  they  all  knew,  but  that,  in  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord's  opinion^  they  ought  to  be  taken  off,  when 
that  circumftance  fho«rfd  occur,  which  they  muft  all  fee  was 
impoffible  ever  to  happen*  The  noble  and  learned  Lord  had 
faid,  that  when  the  unfortunate  moment  Ihould  arrive,  that 
His  Majefty's  phyficians  (hould  pronounce  his  malady  fo 
far  confirmed,  that  there  was  no  probability  of  a  cure,  he 
ihould  think  it  then  proper  to  put  an  end  to  the  limitations, 
and  take  the  feftri£bions  off  the  Regent.  It  had  been  urged, 
Ki  the  courfeof  the  debate,  that  MisMajefty  might  probably 
recover  in  the  coorfe  of  fix  months,  or  his  diforder  might 
continue  twelve  months,  or  a  year  and  a  half.  Should  not 
theeventof  his  recovery  take  place  before  the  end  of  cither 
of  thefe  periods,  their  Liordftups  well  knew,  that  the  malady 
HisMajefty  laboured  under  was  of  fo  fiu£tuating  a  nature, 
and  affamed,  from  time  to  time,  fuch  different  and  delufive 
appearances,  that  although  His  Majeily's  phyficians  might 
not  be  able  to  f»y,  whether  he  would  be  cured  or  not,  they 
might  not  think  themfelves  warranted  to  declare  that  there 
was  no  probability  of  a  cure. 

Earl  FhzwiUiam  maintained  thejuftice  of  his  remarks  re-*  Earl  Fits* 
lative  to  a  noble  Lord^s  having  profofied  tp  throw  duft  in  the   \vilU«m« 
eyes  of  the  People,  and  by  a  fi£lion  and  form  of  the  Confti«- 
tution,  appeared  to  have  regularly  adhered  to  it.    He  de* 
cbred  that  he  had  not  alluded,  as  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
imagined,  to  any  thing  faid  by  him,  but  to  another  noble 
Lord,  who,  after  having  inftsmced  what  had  paffed  on  the 
^ceffionof  Henry  VI.  had  leforted  to  the  Continent  for  a    . 
precedent  of  the  fame  fort  of  proceeding,  and  had  ftated  that 
a  Ih  de  jm/lici  had   been  holden  when  Louis  the  Fifteenth 
was  an  infant,  and  be  had  been  taken  by  his  govemante  to 
prefide  at  it,  and  had  in  appearance  dtreded  die  Chancellor 
Ih>w  to  proceed. 

Lord  HaUfkiJbuff  declared,  that  he  had  not  ftated  the  pre-     Lord 
<^cnt  of  what  had  paffed  in  France  in  the  minority  of  Lonts  Hawkcf- 
the  Fifteenth  to  the  extent  that  the  noble  Earl  had  afcribed    bury, 
to  him.    Ife,  neverthttlefs,  admitted  that  he  had  -contended 
that  the  prefervation  of  the  Conftitution  itfdf  depended  on  a 
faithful  adherence  to  its  forms,  in  moments  of  difficulty  like 
the  prefent,  and  that,  in  all  countries,  when  an  unforefeen 
c^alamity  tendered  theexercife  of  the  Royal  authoritv  defec- 
tive in  the  hands  in  which,  for  the  wifeft  pnrpofes,  tne  Con- 
ftitutioa  had  placed  it,  there  would  be  found  large  bodies  of 
°>^i  whofe  duty  it  would  be  to  aflemUe,  and  advife  what 

moans 
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means  fliould  be  provided  for  the  fubftitution  of  fome  pfcrfoo 
or  pecipns  to  hold  the  reins  of  Goyemment. 

TTie  qnefiion  was  put  on  the  amendment^  "  That  tbefe 
*<  words  be  added  to  the  queftion>"  when  the  Committee  di- 
vided. 

Contents,  67 ;    Not  Contents,  93, 
The  Committee  afterwards  divided  on  the  main  qoeftioot 

Contents,  92 ;   Not  Contents,  64. 
The  Houfe  then  rofe. 

Friday^  Ijjd  yantuarj^ 

The  order  of  the  day  being  read  for  going  into  a  Commit- 
tee on  the  State  of  the  Nation,  and  for  proceeding  with 
the  adjourned  confederation  of  the  refolutions  from  the 
Commons,  Lord  Walfingham  took  the  chair 

The  third  •refolution  was  then  read,  reftrifling  His  Royal 
Highnefs  the  Prince  of  Wales,  from  the  power  of  allowing 
any  grant,  reverfion,  patent  place,  or  annuity  for  life. 
VifcouBt  Vifcount  Stormont  obfervcd,  that  conceiving  the  fame 
Stormont.  reafons  to  operate  againft  this  reftriftion,  which  had  been  fo 
fully  urged  againft  the  former,  he  wopld  not  trouble  their 
Lordfhips  with  one  word  of  argument,  but  content  himfelf 
with  moving  the  fame  amendment  that  haJ  been  unfucceil- 
fully  moved  on  the  former,  that  it  be  limited  with  regard 
to' time. 
Lord  Lord  Cathcart  having  premifed^  that  if  his  recolleflion 
Cathcart.  ferved  him,  a  right  reverend  and  learned  Prelate,  (thefiiihop 
of  Landaff)  at  the  opening  of  Kis  fpeech,  on  the  immediately 
preceding  day,  intimated  that  the  Lords  of  the  Bedchamber, 
the  Bifhops,  and  the  Scots  Peers,  were  confidered  as  not 
equally  independent  in  their  political  conduA  with  the  ()ther 
Members  of  the  Houfe,  added,  that  he  could  not  avoid  re- 
probating this  fufpicion,  and  vindicating  his  own  indepeu- 
dence  as  an  hereditary  Peer.  Noiwithftanding  his  great  r^ 
fpeft  for  the  right  honourable  gentleman  at  the  head  of  His 
Majefty*8  Minifters,  and  the  great  deference  he  felt  for  his 
opinion,  there  were  other  perfons  with  whom  he  was  con- 
nedted  by  nearer  intimacy  and  by  clofer  ties,  whofe  opini- 
ons with  him  would  have  equal  weight,  and  by  whom,  if  he 
were  to  be  influenced  at  all  in  forming  his  judgement,  he  wai 
more  likely  to  be  influenced.  Lord  Cathcart  proceeded  to 
ilate  the  grounds  on  which  he  had  formed  his  opinion  on  the 
prefent  queftion.  He  made  a  diftin£lion  between  the  govern- 
ment of  a  King  and  thaf  of  a  Regent,  and  argued,  that  fo  the 
former  the  attribute  of  abfolute  perfeftion  was  necelTirrily 
given,  but  not  to  the  latter.  He  enumerated  the  various 
prerogatives  of  the  Crown,  and  endeavoured  to  (hew,  that 

the'^wers  intended  to  be  given  to  the  Regent,  were  all 

which 
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which  were  necefiary  for  the  purpofes  of  a  delegated  and  tern* 
porary  Government,  and  that  thofe  intended  to  be  wi  h- 
holden  were  not  neceflary,  but  fuch  as  the  King  alone,  in  his 
own  perfonaly  a^  well  as  his  political  capacity,  ought  to  exer- 
cife.  He  obferved,  that  on  a  former  day,  jt  was  dec'ared 
that  tt\e  fuhjedt  ihould  be  met  fairly  and  fully  in  difcuiTion, 
not  only  for  their  Lordfliips'  information,  but  the  informa- 
tion of  the  Public,  This  led  him  to  feme  rumours  he  had 
heard  of  the  purchafing  of  newspapers,  by  certain  perfons, 
who,  fuppofing  that  the  popularity  of  the  prtfent  Nlmifter 
had  originated  in  a  great  meafure  from  the  newfpapers,  were 
willing  to  eftabli(h  their  own  by  the  fame  means.  Men  had 
certainly  a  right  to  lay  out  their  money  in  whatever  fptcies 
pf  property  they  pleafed  ;  but,  he  apprehended  that  if  the 
Public  found  the  profperity  of  the  Nation  increafe,  and  the 
value  of  the  funds  in  no  dang^-r  of  b  ing  diminiflied,  they 
would  not  look  to  newfpapers  for  the  |.o|)ularity  of  any  Mi- 
nifter.  Was  there  any  one  weak  en  ugh  to  fuppofe,  that 
the  popularity  of  the  Regent,  of  the  moft  accomplifhed  Pnnce 
the  univerfe  could  boaft  of,  would  depend  on  newfpapers  ? 
Thofe  who  had  ftated  certain  do6lrines  of  fo  dang'^rous  a  ten- 
dency as  to  alarm  the  minds  of  all  men,  had  given  him  the 
tnoft  effedual  means  of  increafing  his  popularity.  By  fuch 
do£trine^,  a  Prince  whofe  mind  was  weaker,  and  his  reve- 
rence for  the  Conftilution  lefs  inviolable,  might  have  been 
induced  to  depart  from  that  line  of  moderation  which  had 
been  the  guide  of  his  condudl ;  but  he  liad  taken  theearlieft 
opportunity  of  quietihg  the  general  alarm  by  an  intimaMon 
the  moft  gracious  which  he  had  ever  heard  -^r  expedted  to  • 
hear;  and  when  that  intimation  was  made  known  10  the  Pub- 
lic, the  univerfal  excL«mation  muft  have  been,  "God  blefs 
«  the  Prince  of  Wales  T 

Lord  Rawdon  remarked,  that  as  it  had  bren  (rroundlefily  Lord 
imagined,  during  the  courfe  of  a  former  debate,  that  he  Rawdom 
mfant  to  preclude  the  difcuflion  of  the  queflion.  bef  )re  tlie 
Houfe,  he  had  faid  that  he  was  rrady  to  meet  it  folly  and 
fairly  for  their  infoimatlon,  and  the  information  (^f  the  Pub- 
lic. He  wnuld  now  endeavour  to  fatis<y  the  no'  le  Lord  and 
others  of  the  caufe  of  his  opinion,  as  fh  Ttly  and  as  clearly  as 
he  could.  Their  Lordfhips  had  been  called  there,  in  confe- 
quencc  of  a  calamity  which  occafioned  the  fufp^'-nfion  of  the 
powers  of  the  Crown  and  the  executive  Government,  to  de- 
liberate on  the  beft  means  of  renewing  thofe  powers,  and  re- 
ftoring  the  a<51ivity  of  that  Government.  In  d*  ing  this,  what 
principle  had  thev  been  convened  to  renew  ?  Were  they  to 
queftion  the  extent  of  the  Royal  authority,  or  to  difcufs 
what  part  of  it  was  neceiTary  for  the  good  of  the  Public,  or 
what  was  needlefs?  If  fo^  thev  ought  to  come  at  once  to  an 
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velligation.  In  time«  when  iiidefeafiblft  hereditary  right  was 
tlie^odtrine  of  Government,  when  the  powei^s  of  the  prero- 
gative were  coiifidered  as  the  birth-right  of  the  pofleflor  for 
his  own  advantage,  not  for  the  benefit  of  the  Public,  every 
encroachment  on  the  Crown  was  fo  much  gained  to  the  com- 
munity ;  and  every  Aruggle  againft  the  Crown  had  acquired 
a  popularity  Which  it  did  not  difcover.  '  In  the  various  con- 
tentions between  the  Crown  and  a  powerful  Kobilltv,  the 
aiSfiance  of  tlie  People  had  been  called  for,  foihetimes  6y  cue 
party,  Ibmetimes  by  the*  other,  and,  in  general,  fomcthing 
had  been  gained  for  thcmfelves.  Bur^  the  People  ought  to 
remember,  that  when  their  afliAance  (hall  ]i)e  no  longer  wanted 
to  prote6l  the  high  Powers  againil  the  Crown,  they  ^^ill  no 
longer  be  protedted  by  the  higher  Powers.  If  the  Crown 
pbuefled  prerogatives  which  were  not  neceilary  to  the  pur- 
pofes  of  Government,  thefc  prerogatives  ought  to  be  taken 
away.  At  the  Revolution,  all  the  reArifiions  were  made, 
which  could  be  made  confident  with  the  public  welfare.  Tlve 
powers  then  given  had  been  often  re-confidered  fince,  and 
were  now  not  only  confirmed  by  general  confent,  but  fane- 
tioned  by  experience,  and  could  not  be  altered  witliout  the 
fame  national  confent  which  gave  them.  When  iht  mifgo- 
vernment  of  James  the  Second  obhged  the  Convention  Par- 
liament to  aUume  the  whole  powers  of  Ciovernment,  they 
prefumed  that  the  national  confent  compelled  them  to  dofo 
by  the  neceflity  of  the  cafe ;  and  they  prevented  an  oppofiticn 
to  the  new  fettlement  by  aftuaJ  force.  A  fubfequent  Par- 
liament, chbfen  by  the  free  fufFrage  of  the  Public,  gave  the 
Jiat  of  tpe  People ;  and  it  ought  not  now  to  be-altered,  with- 
out the  fame ^tf/.  Would, any  one  fay,  that  there  was  at 
prefent  fuch  a  diflblution  of  Government  as  authorized  their 
Lordfhips  to  alter  and  new  mould  the  Conftitotion  ?  If  iherc 
was,  they  were  not  to  alter  it.  They  were  no  longcr'Pe^rs 
of  Parliament,  but  mud  mix  ^ith  the  general  mafs  of  the 
People  Every  bociy  of  m/n  in  the  kingdom,  of  equal  num- 
ber, had  equal  authority^  and  a  greater  number  would  have 
greater  authority.  If  there  was  a  devolution  of  the  executive 
power  on  the  two  remaining  branches  of  the  Legiflature, 
they  were  not  to  a(ft  on  by  difcretion  or  caprice  ;  there  were 
certain  fpecific  ground*  cflabliflied  by  the  Conititution  on 
which  they  were  bound  to  proceed.  If  they  altered  the  powers 
of  the  prerogative,  if  they  took  away  one  and  retained  an- 
other, they  would  fandlion  the  views  of  the  firft  ambitious 
and  dcfigtiing  roan  who  fliould  appear  to  take  advantage  of 
the  precedent  wiilch  they  had  fet.  .  AgainA  the  preceileniof 
the  noble  Peer,  (Lord  Cathcart)  that  there  were  certain 
powers  to  be  given  to  a  King,  and  certain  powers  tu  a  Re- 
.    gent.  Lord  Rawdon  faid  that  be  mud  beg  leave  to  contend, 
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th^t  tbe  kingly  office  was  precife  and   indivifible,  withput 
any  reference  to  the  perfon  .by  w,bom  it  was  exerdfed.     He 
difapproved  of  the  manner  in  which  the  great  officers  of  the 
houiehold  had  been  mentioned,  and  piofefled   his  firm  per- 
fuafion,  that  none  of  thofe  nobje  Lords  werebiafTed  in  their 
political  condufl  from  the   offices   which  they  held.     But, 
would  the  withholding  the  patronage  of  the  houf^^hold  from 
the  Regent,  facilitate  the  re-aflumption  of  the  Government 
by  the  Soverei«;n  ?  Were  His  Royal  Highnefs  the  Prince  of 
Wales  to  forget  his  filial  duty,  to  renounce  all  thofe  virtues 
which  adorned  and  dignified  his  chafadler,  and  to  endeavour 
to  prevent  that  re-afuimption,  would  the  patronage  of  the         ^ 
houfehold  enfure  him  fuccefs?  Would  a  vote  of  Parliament 
prevent    the  return  of  a  beloved  Monarch  to  the  Throne,  to 
which  he  would  be  called  by  the  unani|;nous  voice  of  an  af- 
fe£tionaie  People,  to  whom  Parliament  itfelf  was  refponfible  ? 
Neither  the  Virtues  of  the  Queen,  nor  of  the  Prince  of 
Wales,  were  the  grounds  on  which  the  quefiion  was  to  be 
argted ;  and  he  lamented  that  the  names  or  thofe  exalted  per- 
fonages  had  b^en  fo  frequer.tly  introduced   into  the  debate. 
But  if  the  queflion  was  to  be  argued  on  the  abftrad^  grounds 
of  juftice  aind  policy  on  one  fide,  it  was  perfed^ly  fair  to  re- 
quire that  it  fliogld  be  argued  on  the  fame  grounds  on  the 
bther.     If  to  guar^  againft  the  frailty  of  human  nature  was 
the  objeiS,  let  t)ieni  fee  on  which  fide  that  frailty  was  cx- 
pofed  to  the  greater  temptation.     The  Prince   of  Wales 
would  be  called  only  a  little  before  his  time  to  the  exercife 
of  that  authority  which  muft,  one  day,  become   his  right, 
, He  would  be   placed   in  no  unexpefled  fituation,  to  which 
his  mind  had  not  been  accul^omed  to  look  forward.     It  was, 
therefore,  not  likely  that  the  impreifion  which  the  temporary 
enjoyment  of  p6w6r  made  upon  hiqi  would  be  very  great,  or 
that  he  would  be  very  ftrongly  tempted  to  retain  longer 
than  was  neceflary  what  he  knew  muft  finally  defcend  to  him 
again.  1  he  Queen,  unaccuftomed  to  any  political  influence, 
knowing  ^hat,  by  the  conftitution  of  the  country,  Ihe  could 
, never  poflefs  any  under  other  circumftances,  would  be  placed 
in  a  fitliation  equally  new  and  unexpefted*     The  impreffion 
,it  made  on  her  would  be  proportionally  ftrong,  andthetemp- 
,tation  to  retain  what,  when  once  given  up  could  never  be  re* 
covered,    was  proportionably  great.     The  laft  refolution, 
,Lot(i  Rawdqn,  obferved,  confijfled  of  three  diftinft  propofi- 
tions— that  the  Queen  ftiould  have  the  care  of  His  Majefty's 
perfon — the  powers  with  which  flie  ought  to  be  Vefted  in 
confcquence  of  that  truft — am!  that  a  Council  for  her  fhould 
Reappointed.     Thefe  proportions,  he   thought,  fliould  be 
fepar:ited,  and  the  nature  of  the  council,  as  well  as  the  per- 
sons of  whom  it  was  to  confift,  explained. 
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Lord         Lord  Ojbofne  (Marquis  of  Carmarthen)  obferved,   that  he 
Ofborne.  ihould  no:  befitate  molt  fully  to  acknowledge,  that  the  rcrgal 
^  po   er^  were  intrufttd  lo  the  King  for  the  benefit  of  the  Peo- 

ple ;  but  he  contended,  that  from  thence  it  did  not  follow, 
that  when  the  Monarch  was,  by   a  temporary  indiipofition, 
rendered  inca pal) le  of  the  exercife  of  his  fovereign  powers, 
they  ftiould  devolve  toanoih-r,  and  that  the  perton  appoint- 
ed to  the  exercifp  of  the  Sovereign  authority,  (hould  be  vefied 
with  all  the  pow^r   of  the  Crown.     He  could  not  agree  with 
the  affertion  that  the  Conftitution  was  injured  by  thereftric- 
tions,  becauit  they  reftrained  the  powers  of  the  Crown;  on 
the  contrary,  he  regarded  them  not  only  as  Arid) I y  proper, 
but  perfedlly  conlti.utional.     He  confidered  the  Queen  as 
the  fittert  perfon  to  have  the  care  of  the  King,  and  the  di- 
re£lion  of  th-  houfehold.     He  would  not  for  a  moment  en- 
tertain an  idea  that  the   patronage  propofed  to  be  intraiied 
to  Her  Majeily,  in  the  care  of  the  Sovereign,   would  t  ver  be 
cxerciied  againA  her  fon's  govern. mei)t.     What  oppofing  in- 
•  tercft  could  there  be  ?   In  what  did  the  interefl  of -he  (^ueen 
and  the  intereft  of  the  Prince  *  iffer  f  They  had  one  generil, 
one  united   intereft,  and  they  could  not  ojipofe  each  other*$ 
intereft,  without  injuring  the  intereft  which  wa   common  to 
1>oth  parties      With   reipedt    to   the  noblt;    Lord'?  wilh  to 
know  who  were  to  confiitute  the  Council  of  Advice  to  Her 
Maj^fty,  that  would  !«?  explained  by  the   bill  to  be  brought 
in.     The  continuance  of  the  whole  houfehold   ought  to  re- 
main under  the  dir  dlion  of  the  Queen  ;  and  if  it  were  taken 
ou^  of  her  hands,  it  would  be  adding  infult  to  afflicfuon.  ,  .U 
to  the  prefent  Lords  of  the  Bedchamber,  he   was  fuie  that 
they  were  men  of  ft  rift  honour,  and  far  above  the  reich  of  in- 
fluence. .  He  revered  his  Sovereign,  he  loved  the  Prii.ccof 
Wales,  and  he  felt  the  I  ighell  refpeft  for  Her  Majefty ;  but 
he  moft   reveied  and  loved  the  conftitution  of  his  country; 
fc  r  an   adherence  to  the  principles  of  which,  as  well  as  for 
unftiaken  loyalty  to  his  Sovereign,  hefliould  alvvay.'^  coufidcr 
himfelf  as  refponfibie. 
Mtrquis       The  Marcjuis  Icwnjhcnd  faid,  that  Minifters  woul  i  prove 
Townf-    highly  reprehenflble,  if  they  ventured  to   overburden  the 
liend.     country  by  an  additional  expence  to  fupport  the  ftate  of  the 
Regent,  when  the    refent  eftabliftied  houfehold  would  firve 
to  attend  upon  His  Majefty   and  the  Kegeiit      All  the  do- 
meftics,  up  as  high  as  the  Grooms  of  the  Chamber,  might 
wait  on   His  Majefty,  while  the  Lords  with  white  flnves, 
and  all  the  higher  officers,  who  could  not  ncyiv  be  upon  jny 
duty  about  His  jViajefty's  perfon,  might  a'.tend  the  Reg''"^ 
and  make  a   par:  of  his  ftate  and  fplend<^r.     The  Marquis 
fpokealfo  of  the  military  eft ahliOments  at  St.  James's   t'l* 

yeomeu  of  the  guard,  and  gemlemen  penfioners«    He  ^^ 

of 
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of  what  ufe  were  they  at  this  time  ?  Were  they  left  in  an 
empty  paface  to  guard  the  old  tapeftry  ?  Why  were  they  not 
placed  under  the  Regent  i  Dr.  Willisj^  he  was  perfuaded,  did 
not  want  a  reinforcement  of  fiich  afliflants.  A  want  of  ccco* 
nomy  was  evident  in  the  providing  a  new  and  unneceiTary 
eftabiifhment,  which  feemed  repugnant  to  the  principles  of 
the  prefent  Aiiminiftrationy  who  had  not  only  profojled  to 
befriends  to  occonoqiyy  hut  aded  upon  that  principle,  and 
he  would  do  them  the  juftice  to  fay,  a£led  laudably  for  the 
Public,  and  to  the  effeAual  fervice  of  their  country. 

The  Duke  of  Chandos  and  Lord  Kinnaird  rifing  together^ 
an  altercation  enfued  who  fhould  fpeak  firfl. 

The  Earl  of  Derby  faid,  that  he  wifhed  the  noble  Lord  to  Earl  of 
he  heard  firft,  becaufe  he  had  been  call  d  upon  by  the  noble  Dcrby*^ 
Lord  in  the  chair.  Hi  would  not,  however,  take  upon  hira 
to  fay,  that  he  was.  from  that  circumftance,  entitled  to  fpeak 
bef  re  the  noble  Duke;  hut  he  thought  that  in  that  relped 
their  Lordflii [is  ought  to  regulate  their  proceedings  from  the 
pra<5>ice  of  the  other  Houfe, 

The  Earl  o(>andwi  h  co- tended  that  the  noble  Duke  was    Earl  of 
undoubtedly  entitled  to  be  heard  firft,  if  he  infilled  on  ic.  Sandwichtf 
He  had  frequently  been  a  wiinefs  to  fuch  altercations  ;  one  . 

in  particular  had  happened  between  Lord  Lovel  and  another 
noble  Peer,  which  was  impreiled  upon  his  memory  from  a 
very  odd  circumftance;  the  queAio*  of  right  was  df-cided  in 
favour  of  Lord  Lovel,  but  when  he  flood  up  to  fpeak,  he  had 
nothing  to  fay. 

Lord  ff^alfingham  (the  Chairman  of  the  Committee)  re-  ,  Lord 
marked,  that  the  noble  Lord  had  ce  tainly  caught  his  eye  ^^^^^"g" 
firfl;  hut  as  the  noble  Duke  mighr  c  nceive  that  he  was  more     ^*°** 
immediately  intcrefled,  he  had  called  upon  him,  in  hopes  that 
the  nohlf  ^  ord  wouKi  give  way. 

1  oni  Kinnaird  t\\tv\  obftTved,  that  if  the  noble  D  kecon-      Lord 
fidered  himfelfperfonally  alluded  to,  hecertainlv  would  yield  Kinnaird* 
to  him  from  that  confideration,  as  well  as  to  fave  the  time 
of  the  Houfe,  by  putting  an  ernl  to  fruillefs  aliercation 

1  he  Duke  of  handos  approved  of  the  ref  j  uriun,  and  dif-  Puke. of 
liked  the  amendment.  He  lamented  the  illneis  o'  thi^  Chando84 
Sovereign,  with  whom,  ^e  faid,  he  had  lived  in  hahit>  of 
re^peftful  acquaintance  for  forty  years.  He  afTored  ihtfir 
Lordfhips,  that  he'wouKl  much  rather  deliver  up  liis  office, 
which  he  was  ready  to  do  than  be  fuf^ed^ed  of  being  influ- 
enced by  it  in  his  vote  :  the  emoluments  of  it  were  what  he 
Jeaft  con  fidered;  he  had  never  connected  himfelf  i^ithany 
Adminiflration  from  the  timt-  he  had  firft  come  into  that 
Houfe,  to  the  prefent  moment.  He  had  f  ipportt^d  the  pre- 
Jent  Adminiftration  from  principle,  and  he  knew  them  to  be 
an  Adpainiilration  which  had  rendered  the  greatefl  lervicet 

to 
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to  their  coimtrj.    The  Duke,  parod jing  what  M^.  Pitt's  h- 
ther  had  faid  of  Ge^ieral   Wolfe,  proiDoupced  die  prerent 
CbaoceUorof  the  E^cheqv^r  an  heaven-bprp  Minifter ! 
Lord         Lord  Kiimaird  rofe  for  the  pvrpofe  of  en^eavpuringto  fa- 

Kinnaifd.  cilitate  thehufiflefs,  by  propoliug  that  the  queflion  ought  be 
put  on  the  aiBendment  to  tl^reiblution  which  had  been  read. 
He  meant  aftierwards  to  n^^ft  tbr  indulgence  of  their  I/>rd* 
Aiips  ac.moreJength. 

The  (juefttoa  being  put  on  the  aro^ndm^t,  the  farce  wa; 
rejeded,  and  the  re&^upm,  as  it  originally  ftooc),  y/as  agreed 
to  without  a  d«vifion«  The  refoluUon  refpe^ing  the  King^s 
perfonal  property  being  rea^,  and  it  beix^g  moyed  that  their 
Lordibips  do  agree  with  the  Commpns  oii  the  Odd  reiblu- 
tkm. 
Lord         Lord  Lmghborough  objeSed  to  it,  as  totally  vleJeCi  and 

Loughbo*  .nugatory,  becaufethe  King's  perfonal  property  was  airead/ 
r(  ugh.    amply  fecured  by  ftamte* 
Lord        IsxA^Kcnynn  faid,  that  it  was  trpe  that  aHt-tbe  property 

J^eoyoji,  which  the  Kin^  held, //r^  fcro«^,  was  fecpred  by  (latute; 
bat  the  obje£l  <^  the  prefent  went  iar^her.;  it  coniifted  with 
hisdcnowledge  that  His  Majefty  held  a  copyhold  eftate  in  the 
'neigfahourfaood  of  -Richpiond;  and,furely  the  learned  Lord 
'Would  not  .fay  that  it  was  fecured  by  ftatute* 

^    Lord         Lord  Loughborough  neplied,  that  ^s  the  whole  of  His  Ma* 

Lottghbo- jefty^s  property  was  fecured  by  the  .civil  lifl-  af3  pf  Queen 

rough.    Ann«^,  he  could  not  but  confider  it  as  a  matter  highW  ^^^' 

refpeflful  to  the  honour  and  chara<fler  of  the  Prince  of  Wales 

to  fuppofe  that*  he  would  lay  his  hands  qh  a  little  copyhold 

eftate,  which  formed  a  part  of  Kew  Garden. - 

Ld.  CKan*  The  Lord  Chancelbr  declared,  that  if  he  were  to  confider 
^tlior.  ;the  reflrtf^ions  on  theground  of  neccflity  for  providing  againft 
the  Prince  of  Wales,  he  fliould  give  his  .vote  againft  tbcin 
oil ;  for,  '.he  was  ,fo  confident  of  the  ^goodnefs  of  His  Royal 
Highnefs's  heart,  that  were  he/to.be  entrufted  with  the  moft 
^mlimi ted  power,  no  degree  of  danger  of  an  ill  .ufe  of  it  .might 
be  expefled.  He  begged  their  Lordfl>ips  to  remember,  that 
in  the  difcharge  of  their  duty,  €hey  were  not  .to  confider  of 
any  refpeA  due  to  this  or  to  that  perfon, .  but  tQ.d(xi(ieas  die 

•  occnfion  required;  ifth^y  did  otherwife,  th ^y , would  do ah- 

•  folutely  wrong.  They  were  to  confider  the.  r^folution.aJ 
-applicable  to  a  Prince  of- Wales,  and.  to  .perfons  in^fteneraJ; 
'  they  were  to  give  to  the  new  office  tabe  appointed  all  effcn- 

^  -  rial  powers,  and  no  more  than  were.^nJpal.  ,  He  djd  not 

fbppofe  that  any  perfqns  who  .might  be  ahput  His  Royal 
Highn^fs  would  advife  him  to  alter  the  real  property  of  his 

•  father ;  he  did  not  believe  that,  if  hq  w.as  fo  ad«if<?d,  be  would 
follow  the  advice;  nor  did  he  believe  he  would  do  it  of  hi^ 
own  will;  but  notwitbilai)diQg.hQ  bad  fo  higl\an,  ppinioo  of 
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His  Royal  Highhefs,  he  felt  it  his  duty  to  put  every  coiifi^e> 
ration  of  perfonal  refpedl  out  of  the  cafe,  and  yi^ld  to  the  in- 
difpenfable  neceflity  for  the  refolution. 

Loti  Loughborough  declared,  that  the  reftri6tion  was  aAu-     Lord  * 
ally  a   mou  unwarrantable  refie6lion  upon   the   Prince  of  Loughbo* 
Wales,  infinuating,  that  unlefs  he  was  reftridled,  he  would     rough, 
prefume  to  difpofe  of  his  Father^s  property.  It  was  conddered 
as  a  libel,  if  any  perfon  fent  to  another  the  commandment  out 
of  Holy  writ,  "  Thou  Ihalt  not  Ileal, "  as  it  implied  by  the 
caution,  that  the  perfon  to  whom  it  was  fent  was  a  thief; 
and  he.  for  his  part,  conceiving  fimilar  ideas  of  the  reftric* 
tion,  mould  Ilrenuoirfly  endeavour  to  refifl  its  paffing. 

The  queflion  was  then  put  upon  the  refolution,  and  carried 
without  a  divifion. 

The  fifth  refolution,  for  the  purpofe  of  intrufting  to  Her 
Majefty  the  cuftody  of  the  King's  perfon,  and  the  control 
and  management  of  the  houfehold,  was  next  read. 

Lord  Kawdorij  rifing  for  the  purpofe  of  dividing  the  mo*     Lord 
tion  into  three  diftinS  propofitions,  appealed  to  the  Chair-  Rtwdoa^ 
man  for  inforsiation  what  fort  of  motion  he  ought  to  make, 
to  anfwefr  his  purpofe  ? 

Lord  Loughborough  exprefled  bis  fears  that   if  the  whole     Lord 
propofition  were  put  together,  it  would  perplex  their  Lord-  LoughW» 
Ihips  in  voting,  becaufe  there  might  he  fome  noble  Lords    rough- 
who  would  vote  for  one  part,  and  fome  for  the  firft  and  laft, 
leaving  out  the  middle,  that  which  gave  Her  Majefty  the 
power  of  removing  and  appointing  officers. 

Earl  Bathurjl  contended  that,  as  it  was  a  refolution  fent     E«rl 
^pby  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  their  Lordfhips  could  notdi-  BathuriL 
vide  it.     The  only  queftion  they  could  put,  was  to  move, 
**  That  the  Comnxittee  do  agree  to  this  refolution  of  the 
**  Houfe  of  Commons,"  and  then  any   noble  Lord   who  ' 

wiftied  to  get  rid  of  any  part  of  it,  might  move,  by  way  of 
amendment,  to  leave  out  fuchand  fuch  words. 

The  Duke  of  Richmond  thought  that  the  queftion  by  no  Duke  of 
means  complicated  or  embarralfed ;  the  fecond  and  third  parts  Richmoai 
naturally  followed  from  the  firft,  and,  in  his  opinion,  the 
component  parts  went  together.  - 

Lord  Kawdon  faid,  that  he  would  move  that  the  queftion  -,  ^^ 
oe  now  divided. 

Lord  Loughborough  obferved,  that  It  was  neither  fair  nor     Lord 
candid  to  oblige  any  noble  Lord  to  vote  for  the  whole  of  the  Loughbo* 
three  propofitions  conneiled  together.     Perhaps,  no  perfon    rongh. 
Would  objed  to  the  firft  propofition,  for  Committing  the  care 
of  His  MajeftyN  perfon  to  the  Queen,  but  manyroight  objeft 
^ery  forcibly  to  the  fecoild  part,  and  be  extremely  averfe  to 
putting  the  patronage  of  the  Houfehold  into  her  hands,  from 

a  per- 
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a  perfaafion  that  i  ought  to  go  ^ong  with  the  other  patro- 
nage annexed  to  Government 
Ld.  Chat-  1  he  Lord  .  hancelUr  faid  that,  for  his  part,  he  was  ready  to 
cdlor.  take  it  as  a  clear  piopofition,  that  the  firft  and  fecond  propo 
fitions  went  together,  and  that  the  third  naturally  followed 
the  two  former.  If  any  perfon  thought  the  three  parts  were 
ftngle  and  feparate  propositions,  he  might  take  the  means  of 
feparating  them,  bu^  he  could  not  do  it  by  a  motion  to  divide 
the  queition.  It  had  fallen  to  his  lot  to  have  r^ad  a  con- 
fiderable  part  of  the  journals  jf  that  Houfe,  and  of  the  other, 
and  a  motion  to  divide  the  queflion,  was  a  motion  perftftly 
new  to  him,  the  reguhr  queftion  always  being,  *'  That  thefe 
«  words  ftand  part  of  this  motion." 

The  Marquis  Townfhend  wifhed  to  vote  for  one  part,  but 
jaot  for  another. 

Lord  Loughborough  thought  it  a  fair  propofit ion,  that  a 
complex  queftion  be  divided. 
Ld.Chia-  Tht  Lord  Chancellor  Aec\:iTei^  that  it  was  far  beyond  bis 
r.  cdlor.  power  to  form  the  leaft  conjedlure  as  to  the  grounds  upon 
which  noble  Lords  conceived  it  poffible  for  the  King  to 
be  placed  in  the  hands  of  Her  Majefty,  without  .giving  her 
the  fuperintendance  and  control  of  the  houfehold  His  opi- 
nion was,  that  all  which  belonged  to  the  houfehold  muft  at 
t\\(  fame  time,  with  the  care  of  the  King^s  perfon,  be  pct 
under  Her  Majefty's  control  and  management.  There  was 
no  other  way  of  preferving  the  King's  dignity,  but  keeping 
him  with  all  his  Royal  attendants  about  him.  If  they  fepa* 
rated  the  refolution,  they  might  as  well  proceed  to  treat  the 
King  a^  an  ordinary  individual,  and  put  him  on  board  wagesi 
or  fend  him  tO'  one  of  thole  board ing-houfes  that  take  in  on- 
fortunate  people.  If  they  meant  to  abandon  His  Majefty  in 
his  prefent  bereaved  fituation,  let  them  ad  in  that  manner, 
and  that,  indeed,  would  be  the  only  manner  to  make  fliift 
without  the  Royal  houfehold  going  to  the  Queen,  and  then 
it  would  prove  in  vain  for  that  and  the  other  Houfe  of  Par- 
liament to  lofe  their  time  in  inventing  the  means  of  preferr- 
ing the  rights  of  their  Sovereign,  and  reftoring  him  to  his 
formf-r  power,  and  former  fplendor;  becaufe  they  could  nc- 
ver  expe(£l  a  cuie.  Let  the  Committee  renfiember,  that  the 
Queen  was  to  have  the  care  of  her  Royal  patient,  not  as  a 
wretched  being,  deftitute  of  friends ;  an  obfcure  individual, 
without  name,  without  honour,  without  rejiutation,  forfaken 
by  all  the  world,  but  as  a  King,  whom  his  People  looked  cp 
to  with  loyalty  and  with  affection,  and  with  aaxious  wifties 
that  he  would  Toon  be  enal)led  to  re-afcend  liis  throne,  and 
again  diftribute  bleflings  on  his  grateful  fuhjefls.  As  far  as 
his  voice  could  go,  and  he  fhould  lift  it  up  loudly  and  Hn- 
.  cerely,  he  claimed  for  the  King  all  the  dignity  which  ought 
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to  attend  a  R  oyal  perfon  who  wa$  fick,  and  who  was  intitled 
to  every  com&rt  that  could  be  adminideied  to  him  in  the 
hour  of  his  calamity  :  and  who  ihould  dare  to  refufe  his  re* 
ueft  i  It  would,  it  ought,  it  muft^mortify  the  Queen,  were 
fi  to  perceive  the  King  deprived  of  all  the  dignity  that  fur- 
rounded  him,  and  turned  over  to  her  in  an  unfeeling  and  ir* 
reverend  manner,  deftitute  of  attendance,  deftitute  of  every 
mark  and  token  of  Royal  greatnefs.  How  mud  a  wife  of 
Her  Majefty's  defcription  receive  a  hufband,  under  whofe  be- 
loved fhade  (he  had  for  many  years  been  protedled  and  made 
happy  ?  Was  there  a  man  who  heard  him,  who  poifeiTcd  the 
feniibiUty  common  to  every  individual  breafl,  who  d  d  not 
fympathize  with  Her  Majefty's  fituation  ?  He  had  heard,  in- 
deed, that,  from  political  fpeculations,  doubts  had  be^n  en* 
tertained  with  refpe£l  to  the  dignity  that  ought  tQ  furround 
His  Majefty*s  perfon  ;  but  no  man,  alive  to  the  leaft  fenfe  of 
loyalty,  alive  to  a  principle  of  companion,  alive  to  any  one 
generous  feeling,  could  furely  venture  fo  far  to  forget  what 
was  due  to  their  fuflering  Monarch,  as  to  feparate  the  fecond 
from  the  former  part  of  the  refolution.  He  moft  folemnly 
protefledf^that  he  did  not  believe  there  was  a  fingle  noble 
Lord  in  the  Houfe  who  wiflied  to  ftripHisMajcfty  of  every 
mark  of  royalty,  and  reduce  the  King  to  an  abjea  and  for- 
lorn fituation,  while  he  was  labouring  under  a  misfortune 
equal  to  any  misfortune  which  had  ever  happened,  (ince  mis- 
fortune was  known  in  the  world.  The  intention  of  feparat-  . 
ing  the  fecond  from  the  firft  part  of  the  propoGtion,  was  cruel 
in  the  extreme !  It  muft  operate  like  a  total  extinction  of  pity 
for  that  Royal  fufferer,  whofe  calamity  intitled  him  to  the 
Qioft  unlimited  compaffion,  and  even  to  increafed  refpe£t. 

<<  Deferted  in  his  utmoft  need 

*<  By  thofe  his  former  bounty  fed  ! 

The  obvious  feelings  of  mankind  went  fo  dire£lly  to  the  wifh 
of  paying  every  mark  of  reverence,  refpeft,  and  attention  to 
the  Sovereign  in  the  hour  of  his  raifery,  that  he  was  |)erfuaded 
the  Public  would  be  fliocked  at  the  i^iea  of  that  Committee 

Ecrfifting,  for  a  moment,  to  hefitate  whether  the  King  (hould 
e  attended  with  the  Royal  houfehold  or  not.  He  deiired 
not  to  be  underftood  as  intending,  either  by  his  argument^ 
or  the  warmth  with  which  his  zeal  had  imoelled  him  to  de- 
!»'  er  it,  to  preclude  the  debate,  or  bear  hard  upon  any  one 
of  thole  noble  Lords  who  had  intimated  a  wifh  to  fepa- 
rate the  motion.  Every  awful,  every  indifpenfahl?  confide- 
tation,  whether  arifmg  from  loyalty,  gratitude,  efteera,  or 
affeftio'\  muft  make  all  good  minds  ihudder  at  the  idea  of 
perceiving  fuch  a  King.  He  had  not  fpoken  with  this  view,  , 
Vol,  XXVL  $  but 
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but  from  feelings,  an  exemption  from,  which  muft  have  ren- 
dered him  hatetul  to  himfelf. 
Lord-  Lord  iJtfWow  obferved  that,  as  the  extraordinary  remarks 

Rawdon.  of  the  noble  and  learned  Peer  who  fpoke  laft,  were,  in  the 
ftrongeft  manner,  fo  pointedly  allufive  to  him,  he  could  not 
either  avoid  declaring  that  he  had  liilened  to  them  with  the 
utmoft  concern,  or  help  afcribing  the  violent  tone  and  gefture 
in  which  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  had  delivered  hirafelf, 
entirely  to  the  precipitate  intemperance  of  his  zeal.     There 
was  not  in  that  Houfe  any  noble  Lord  who  felt  greater  gra- 
titude to  the  Sovereign  than  he  did,  or  one  who  fhould  be 
more  ready  to  convince  him  of  his  zeal  to  fervehim,  (hould 
Providence  permit  him  to  relume  his  Royal  fundlions.    But 
what  had  he  done  to  provoke  the  fingular  mode  in  which  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  had  exprefled  himfelf?  Candidly  and 
abftra£tedly  from  all  motives  of  fafllon  or  party,  he  had  ap- 
pealed to  the  Houfe,  on  the  fuggeftion  of  his  own  mind,  and 
barely  on  the  principles  of  conveniency.     Ought  he  to  ftand 
expofed  to  an  immediate  attack,  and  to  hear  it  infmuated 
that  he  had  adled  in  an  irreverend  manner?  The  e^reflion, 
it  was  true,  had  been  retiadted  as  foon  as  it  had  been  made; 
but  he  muft  contend,  that  it  ought  not  to  have  been  ufedat 
all,  and  he  muft  inform  the  noble  and  learned  Loi  •!,  that  he 
would  be  allowed  the  fame  credit  for  candour  in  that  Houfe 
which  he  had  at  all  times  given  the  noble  and  learned  Lord. 
In  the  farther  difcuffion  of  the  fubjeft,  he  muft  requeft  that 
the  paflions  might  not  be  appealed  to ;  and  he  claimed  for 
himfelf  that  fame  fentiment  of  refpedl  towards  His  Majefty, 
»  which  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  had  claimed  on  the  partoi 

the  defencelefs  fituation  of  the  Kmg.     He  had  advifed,  when- 
ever he  could  take  the  liberty  of  advifingj  that  the  utmoft 
moderation  and  temper  might  diftinguifti  the  courfe  of  the 
future  proceedings,  and  he  was  perfuaded  that,  from  an  ad- 
herence to  fuoh  counfel,  the  utmoft  general  advantage  muft 
enfue.     Although  not  meaning  in  the  leaft  to  intimate  that 
it  might  be  improper  to  make  any  other  provifion,  yet,  in 
his  opinion,  he  confidered  it  as  a  auty  owing  to  the  Houfe, 
and  to  his  feelings  on  theoccafion,  to  move  to  leave  out  the 
fecond  part  of  the  motion. 
Ld.  Chan-      ^^^^  ^^^^  Chancellor  begged  leave  to  affiire  themoble  Peer 
cclior.     ^^^  ^^  ^^^  totally  mifconceived  him,  if  he  fuppofed  that 
he  had  retraced  one  fyllable  of  his  remarks.     On  the  con- 
trary, he  now  felt  it  neceflary  to  refume  his  ground,  and  m 
the  fulleft  manner  to  deny  that  he  had  either  retraced,  or 
meant  to  retraft,  a  word,  or  retraft  a  fyllable^  becaofe  he 
was  perfuaded  he  had  not  faid  a  fyllable  tliat  he  had  any  oc- 
cafiop  to  retrad.     He  declared  that  he  would  repeat  what 
he  had  faid  when  lail  on  his  legs,  addreffing:  it  as  he  had 
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done  before  to  the  Houfe  at  large,  and  the  Committee  con* 
jointly^  and  not  to  any  individual  Lord  on  either  flde  of  the 
Houfe.  He  r^-afTerted  his  opinion,  that  the  Committee 
would  (hamefuUy  negledl  tbeir  duty,  and  leave  the  King  in 
that  deftitute  and  wretched  (ituation  which  he  had  defcribed, 
if  they  fepafated  the  fecond  part  of  the  refolution  from  the 
firft,  and  did  not  accompany  the  truft  of  the  Royal  perfon 
in  the  hands  of  the  Queen,  with  enabling  her  to  difcharge 
that  tmily  by  putting  the  Royal  houfehold,  at  the  fame 
time>  under  her  dire£lioh  and  controul*.  Till  the  particular 
word  which  he  had  been  fuppofed  tp  have  retraSked  was  fpe* 
cified)  he  hoped  it  would  not  be  thought  that  he  had  re- 
traded  any  words  whatever.  His  Lordihip  admitted,  that 
with  regard  to  the  motion,  there  was  nothing  more  fair 
than  to  move  to  leave  out  words  in  a  motion ;  but  he  had 
never  heard  of  moving  to  leave  out  words,  unlefs  it  was 
firft  declared,  that  the  mover  meant  to  Tubftitute  better 
words,  and  put  the  Houfe  or  the  Committee  in  podeflion  of 
the  amendment  regularly. 

Vifcouqt  Siormont  rifing  next,  obferved,  that  not  with-  Vifcount 
{landing  the  obfervation  of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord,  that  Siormont. 
in  his  remarks  he  had  addrefTed  himfelf  to  tlie   Houfe  at 
large,  and  to  the  Committee  conjointly;  and  not  to  any  in* 
dividual  Lord  on.  either  fide  of  the  Houfe;  he,  for  his  own 
part^  could  not  avoid  conildering  the  pointed  quotation 

*'  Deferted  in  his  utmoft  need 

«•  By  ihofc  his  former  bounty  fed,"  ^ 

as  peculiarly  addrefled  to  him.     He  had  inc^eed,  he  owned, 
enjoyed  the  higheft  honours,  and  palfed  the  mod  conddera- 
ble  part  of  his  life  in  pofleflion  of  the  greateft  emoluments 
from  His  Majefty ;  and  therefore  he  might  be  fuppofed  to 
liave  been  one  who  came  under  that  defcription,  and  had 
ihared  the  greateft  part  of  the  Royal  bounty.     But  thofe 
honours,    and  thofe  emoluments   were  not,    he  conceived, 
now  repaid  with  ingratitude.     He  would  fay  with  the  noble 
Secretary  of  State,  (the  Marquis  of  Carmarthen)  he  loved 
His  Majefty,  he  loved  the  Prince  of  Wales,  but  he  loved 
more  the  Conftitution.     1  his  declaration  was  mad^  in  the 
prefence  of  fome  of  the  Royal  Family,  and  he  would  not 
fcruple  to  make  it  before  his  Sovereign,  if  he  fliould  ever  he 
leftored  to  his  prefence  again.     He  begged  their  Lordfliips 
^to  confider  what  might  be  the  confequence  of  the  diviiion 
of    power  propofed.      There   might  be  competition,    and 
however  delicately  he  might  wifh  to  fpeak  upon  the  fubje6t, 
fparks  might  arife  which  would  kindle  into  a  flame.     He  in- 
ftanced  the  cafe  of  Cardinal  Richlieu,  who  ingratiated  him- 
felf with  the  mother  Queen,  and  caufed  a  variance  between 
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her  and  her  fon.  The  perfon  entrufted,  he  thought,  with 
the  King^s  cuftody,  ought  not  to  have  the  difpofal  of  his 
houfeiiold.  It  was  crael  to  throw  Her  Majefty  upon  a  {» 
of  politics  without  a  rudder,  chart  or  c  mpafs.  No  man 
had  ever  yet  afcribed  to  her  any  political  .interference  what- 
ever. If  any  word  fhould  efcape  him  which  might  he  made 
to  bear  any  tendency  to  relied^  on  the  Lords  of  the  Bed- 
chamber, or  of  the  houfehold,  he  muft  difavow  having  en- 
ter ained  any  fuch  intention.  He  knew  all  thofe  noble 
LcTds  in  that  Houfe,  and  had  been  honoured  with  the  friend- 
fhip  of  many,  particularly  with  that  of  the  noble  Duke  of 
Chandos,  whom  he  could  not  but  admire  for  the  manhnefi 
with  which  he  had  delivered  his  fentiments  on  the  prefent 
occafion.  Vifcount  Stormont  next  adverted  to  the  famous 
bill  to  diminifh  the  influence  of  the  Crown,  and  faid  that 
he  tliought  the  premifes  unf  )unded ;  but  allowing  the  pre- 
mifes,  the  conclufion  was  irrefitti^Ie:  if  thofe  powers  were 
unneceiTary,  take  them  away.  If  thofe  in  the  prefent  cafe, 
whofe  general  opinion  was  to  fupport  the  Adroiniftration,  be 
it  what  it  might,  were  willmg  to  confent,  in  this  inftance, 
to  fo  much  patronage  being  taken  from  the  Crown  as  that  of 
which  it  was  now  about  to  be  deprived,  they  were  guilty  of 
a  monftrous  folecifm  in  politics.  Perfons  who  accepted 
places  oug  t  to  quit  them,  and  not  enter  into  a  fyftematic 
oppofition,  becaufe  that  would  be  turning  into  the  howeb 
of  Government  what  was  meant  for  its  defence.  Though 
perfonal  diftindlions  were  drfciaimed,  gentlemen  had  feme* 
timis  relied  upon  them,  and  it  had  been  a(ked  whether  the 
divifion  of  power  between  a  mother  and  a  fon  would  not 
tend  to  produce  bad  confequences  ?  Scarcely  a*  (ingle  in- 
fiance  in  hiilory  had  occurred  of  power  being  divided  e« 
tween  a  mother  and  a  fon  from  which  mifchief  had  not  rn- 
fued.  1  he  Queen  might  have  ill  advifers.  In  faying  iha^ 
they  might,  indeed,  go  near  to  dire£t  a  cenfure. again  them- 
felves,  for  as  yet  they  were  but  ft ri king  in  the  dark.  Who 
her  advjfers  were  to  be,  he  knew  not ;  but  fhe  certainly 
might  have  powerful  advifers  in  Council.  They  might 
perluade  her  that  (he  could  pot  render  a  gfeater  fervicc  to 
her  fon,  and  to  the  country,  than  by  attempting  to  refcue 
the  Prince  himfelf  from  fuch  pernicious  hands  as  thofe  in 
which  he  placed  his  confidence.  Nothing  could  ftrengthen 
the  oppofition  like  a  weak  government,  and  fVom  the  inten- 
ded diviiion  of  power  he  expected  to  fee  the  ftand.^rd  of  op- 
pofition ere<^ed  in  the  center  of  the  Quben's  Palace.  It 
was  afked,  will  you  leave  the  King  in  that  miferabie  defti* 
tute  fit  nation,  without  his  houfehold  officers }  Gentlemen 
had  raifed  a  ftiadow,  had  given  it  an  hideous  form,  and 
combated  the  (hadow  which  they  had  raifed.    Thofe  officers 
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were  attendant  on  the  King  only  when  he  was  the  reprefenta- 
tive  of  Majefly,     Would  it  not  feem  taunting  to  attempt 
to  foftain  fach  an  idea  at  the  prefent  moment  ?     Would  not 
the  places  of  the  houifehol »  officers  be  mere  (inecures  ?     I'h^ 
queftion  therefore  was,  whether  the  dignity    f  His  Majeft^ 
would  not  be  better  kept  up  by  the  idea  which  he  had  profef- 
fed,  than  by  the  hideous  idea  of  the  King's  being  unha  py 
on  his  reft  ration  o' health,  at  beholding  new  officers  of  th6 
houfehoid  ?      Thofe  officers  who  were  removcable  at  th6 
will  of  one  perfori^  and  not  of  another,  lived  at  prefent  Wkt 
the  gods  of  Epicurus,  with  gre  t  fplenduur  and  hofpitalityj 
fome  tfi  town,  and  fome  at  their  feats  in  the  country.     A 
diiltn^ion  had  been    made  between  the  political  and  the 
hoalehold  fervants  of  the  Grown;  but  this  was  a  diftin6tioii 
without  a  dtffi^rence.     Let  gentlemen,  give  a  definition  of  a 
political  fervant  which  does  not  apply  to  tlie  Lord  Cham«- 
berlaih,  or  the  Lord  High  Steward      The  Aatute  book  oa 
the  table  .would  prove,    that   in  the  reign  of  Henry  the 
Eighth,  they  were  both  called  Great  Officers  of  the  State. 
Were  not  thofe,  he  would  alk,  political  fervants  ?     Was  it 
intended  to  diprive  the  Kegent  of  the  right  of  naming  Hit 
MajeftyV chaplains?     Did  not  that  properlv  bel  ng  to  tht 
office  of  the  Lord  Chamberlain  ?     It  was  faid  that  we  muft 
provide  againft  the  exigency  of  the  cafe.     But  this  ought 
not  to  be  by  dividing  the  Royal  powers  between  the  Prince 
of  Wales  and  the  Queen,  and  fecting  the  fon  at  variance 
with  the  mother.    The  Romans  never  provided  againft  par^ 
ricide^  hecaufe  they  thought  that  lio  child  could  be  fo  un- 
natural as  to  be  guilty  of  the  crime;      But  this  w^s  the 
W'  Tft  of  parricide.     He  declared  fairly,  that  he  had  not  coti« 
ceived  that  fuch  a  plan  was  poffible  to  have  originated  in  the 
prefent  Admiiiiftra'ion.     Little  did  he  eve^  conceive  that  a 
right  honourable  gentleman,  with  whom  he  had  hot  the 
honour  of  being  perfonally  acquainted,   would  have  a£led  fo 
diderently  from  what  might  have  been  expefled  from  inge^ 
nuous  youth,  bright  talents,    and  jncreafing  fame.     He  had 
imagined  that  the  perfon  to  whom  he  had  alluded^  would 
rather  have  exdaimed,  **  let  the  tide  of  Roya)  power  roll 
*^  on  with  undiminifhed  ftreams  from  father  to  forti  froni 
"  King  to  Regent  !    It  (hall  devolve  whole  and  entire  from 
"  the  Crown  to  its  reprBfentative."     For  his  own  part,  he 
confidered  the  Royal  powers  and  authorities  as  a  weight  ia 
the  balance  of  the  Conftitution ;  and  when  gentlemen  di- 
minifhcd  that  weight,    they  altered   the  balance.     It  has 
been  faid  by  one  fet  of  perfons,  that  if  they  were  in  Admi- 
niftration,  they  would  conduS  themfelves  as  they  had  hi-^ 
therto  done,    but  that,  as  the  cafe  at   prefent  ftood,  they 
would  be  careful  and  vigilant  in  watching  the  power  of  the 
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Regent ;  that  if  public  meafures  fucceeded  they  would  it- 
joice,    and  that  the   comparifon  between  the  goTernmeot 
which  they  had  condufted^  and  that  which  was  to  be  coo- 
duded  by  their  adverfaries,  would  now  more  obvioufly  ap* 
pear :  but  there  could  not  be  any  comparifon  if  they  crippled 
the  Government.     He  would  only  fugged  to  the  Houfe  the 
confequences  of  a  fettered,  weak,  and  debilitated  Govern- 
ment,  which,  had  the  power  of  calling  for  fervices  that 
could  not  be  vigoroufly  exerted.     He  was  furprized  to  hear 
a  noble  and  learned  Lord,  when  furrounded  with  newly- 
created  Peers,  declare,  that  the  wax  was  fcarcely  cold  before 
they  had  fuiFered  the  impreffion  to  be  obliterated*    Let  the 
Houfe  conceive  the  confequences  likely  to  arife,  if  a  King 
on  recovering  from  his  iicknefs  finds  that  the  former  Go* 
vernment  had  been  weak  and  defe6live.     He  was  proud  to 
acknowledge  himfelf  to  be  one  of  thofe  whom  that  King's 
former  bounty  fed ;  but  he  would  not  have  to  tell  him,  upon 
his  reftoration,  that  to  fhew  his  attachment  to  His  Majeftv 
he  had  confcnted  to  cripple  the  Government  of  his  fon.    A 
Government  to  profper  mud  be  drong,  and  it  was  not  pro- 
bable that  the  King  would  confider  it  as  no  ofience  to  have 
put  Tuch  meafures  into  execution,  as  tended  to  prevent  the 
profperity  of  the  Regent ;  a  father  might,  from  a  fcnfe  of 
his  own  dignity,  frdm  confiderations  of  perfonal  rank,  and 
from  other  motives,  bring  himfelf  to  pafs  by  and  look  down 
*  upon  an  infuit  which  was  odered  to  him  ;  but  he  appealed 
to  every  noble  Lord,  who  like  himfelf,  had  the  happtnefs  to 
be  a  father,  if  a  parent  ever  refented  any  thing  more  point- 
edly than  an  injury  committed  againd  his  fon  ?     Upon  fuch 
cccafions,  would  it  not  appear  that  indignant  anger  againll 
thofe  who  might  injure  and  infuit  his  fpn,  mud  operate  with 
all  the  dignity  and  force  of  irritated  virtue  ? 
Ld.Chan-      ^^^  ^^^^  Chancellor  anfwered,  that,  as  yet,  he  had  not 
celior.    bes^d  an  argument  which  could  induce  him  to  relinquifli  his 
firm  opinion,  that  it  was  altogether  unufual  to  move  to 
leave  out-*words,  without  fubdituting  other  words  in  the 
room  of  them  ;  neither  had  it  been  incontrovertibly  demon- 
drated  that  Her  Majedy  ought  not  to  have  the  dire^ion  of 
the  Royal  houfehold,  to  discharge  her  trud  of  the  care  of 
the  Royal  Perfon.     He  maintained  that  the  Lord  Chamber- 
lain, Lord  Steward,  and  Mader  of  the  Horfe,  although 
they  were,  undoubtedly  great  officers,  werencrerthclcfs  in- 
timately connedlcd  with  the  interior  of  the  Royal  houfchoW> 
and  necefiarily  a  part  of  it.     He  combated  the  arguments 
which  Lord  Stormont  had  advanced  relative  to  the  diflen- 
tions  in  the  Royal  family^  and  fpoke  of  the  unioipeached 
chara£ler  of  the  Queen  (who  had  not  only  idled  well,  but 
fo  well  as  n^ver  to  have  been  even  fofpeded)  but  to  bste 
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efcnped  the  breath  of  calumny  for  eight  and  twenty  y^ars 
together). as  the  beft  fecurity  that  the  patronage  of  the 
houfehold  fliould  not  be  abufed  or  ptrverted  to  party 
parpofes. 

Lord  Loughborough'  having  premifed  that  it  was  an  un«-  Lord 
deniable  principle,  that  the  giviirg  the  Queen  the  patronage  Lough- 
of  the  houfehold  and  furniming  her  with  a  council,  would  borough, 
create  a  certain  degree  of  fecret  influence,  highly  prejudicial 
to  tlie  ftability  of  Government,  to  its  vigour,  and  to  its  ef- 
ficacy, proceeded  to  point  out  the  mifchevious  operation  of 
it  in  a  variety  of  poffible  examples.  As  a  proof  of  the  efieds 
of  fecret  influence,  he  inftanced  the  difgrace  of  the  famous' 
Duke  of  Marlborough,  who  had  raifed  the  glory  of  this 
country  to  a  moft  exalted  pitchy  by  his  many  vi£lories  in 
Flanders,  and  was  juft  on  the  point  of  entering  the  provin- 
ces  of  old  France,  triumphantly  at  head  of  his  allied  armies^ 
when  his  career  was  flopped,  the  progrefs  of  his  fuccefsful 
arms  arretted,  and  he  himfelf  deprived  of  his  command^ 
through  the  intrigues  of  a  Bedchamber  woman  to  Queen 
Anne.  Thus,  the  abilities  of  a  Harley,  the  fafcinating 
powers  of  a  St.  John,  and  the  laborious  induftry  of  an 
Harcourt,  would  have  been  exerted  to  no  purpofe,  if  there 
had  not  been  a  Mrs.  Marfham,  who,  by  her  fecret  influence 
with  the  Queen,  was  able  to  tStOt  that  which  the  powerful 
armies  of  Louis  the  14th  found  it  impoffible  to  accomplifh. 
He  alluded  to  the  hiftorical  fadl  dated  in  a  former  debate  by 
a  noble  friend  of  his  (Lord  Hawkefbury)  of  thecircumftance 
of  Louis  XV.  being  brought,  when  an  infann  of  five  years 
old,  to  hold  a  Lit  de  Juflict  in  the  Parliament  of  Paris.  His 
noble  friend,  if  he  had  turned  his  eyes  to  a  few  years  pie* 
ceding  that  tranfadlion,  •  in  the  hiftory  of  the  fame  country^ 
niight  have  colleSed  ^n  argument  againft  the  raifchievouf 
fyilem  which  the  prefent  refolutiohs  were  calculated  to  efta- 
hli(h.  Louis  XIV.  conceived  a  diflike  to  his  nephew  (the 
Qiike  of  Orleans)  and  wifhing  to  aggrandize  his  own 
natural  fon,  the  Duke  de  Maine,  by  his  will  left  the  admi- 
niftration  of  public  aflFairs  to  the  Duke  of  Orleans,  and  the 
coQtroul  and  management  of  the  houfehold,  together  with 
the  cuflody  of  the  King,  to  the  Duke  de  Maine.  Before  his 
death,  the  King  told  the  Duke  of  Orleans  that  he  had  left 
him  every  thing  to  which  his  high  birth  entitled  him.  The 
^ill  was  duly  regiftered  in  the  Parliament  of  Paris ;  but 
when  Louis  XIV.  died,  the  Duke  of  Orleans,  (who  was 
Wome  prefumptive  heir  to  the  infant  Louis  XV.  by  the  rc- 
'iQnciation  of  the  Duke  of  Anjou, ,  then  King  of  Spain) 
cUimed  the  Regency  with  all  the  powers  and  authorities 
^hich  of  right  belonged  to  it.  The  Parliament,  as  a  cele- 
hrated  writer  of  that  day  obfcrrcd,  felt  itfeif  in  an  awkward 
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dilemma*  It  faw  the  dangers  of  giving  full  powers  to  a  pr^- 
fumptive  Heir;  k  law  •alio  the  abfurdityiof  placing  the  Re< 
gent  at  the  head  of  the  Goveinment,  and  at  the  fame  time 
feparating  from  it  the  patronage  and  influence  arifing  from 
the  manageme  it  and  controul  of  the  houiehold.  Both  were 
obvioufly  evils;  but  rhe  Parliament,  wifely  weighing  all  the 
diffi  utiles  of  each,  preferred  the  leiler  evil  t6  the  greater^ 
and  fet  afide  tiie  late  King's  will,  revoked  every  limitationi 
and  inveded  the  Regent  with  all  the  authorities  of  the  Crown* 
Lord  Loughborough  reafoned  upon  this  tranfaSion,  as  elu- 
cidatory of  the  opihioiT  of  other  countries  concerning  the 
eyil  Gonfequences  vvhicn  they  conCdered  as  the  probable  cf- 
£efts  of  a  Government  wherein  a  part  of  the  neceffary 
power  y^as  feparated  from  the  executive  ?uthor  ty.  He  dwelt 
on  the  milchiefs  likely  to  refult  from  the  fetting  up  of  two 
Oovcrn.n\ejnts  (for  fuch  he  confidered  the  giving  the  Queen 
a  large  portion  of  patronage,  and  a  Council,  to  he  in  eifed) 
and  he  purfued  the  train  of  probable  inconveniences  through 
a  variety  of  different  hypothsfes.  He  put  the  cafe  of  a  loaa 
to  be  raifed,  in  which  the  public  credit  ^buld  neceflarilybe 
inyolved  ;  the  cafe  of  negociations  carrying  on  with  the  con- 
tinental powers ;  the  cafes  of  commanders  employed  on 
foreign  fervice;  and  the  cafe  of  a  public  delinquent  pub- 
licly arraigned.  In  thp  firft  cafe  the  loan,  jie  remarkedi 
might  either  be  defeated  altogether,  or  the  nation  highly  in- 
convenienced by  the  increafeof  terras  occafioned  through  the 
intrigues  of  the  fecond  part  of  the  Governinrnt.  tn  the 
iecond  cafe,  of  foreign ,  negociations^  the  Ambafladors  em- 
ployed on  fuch  fer vices  would  a£t  a  double  part,  and  intrigue 
with  one  Council  while  they  were  treating  with  another. 
In  the  third  cafe,  of  the  corpmanders  on  foreign  fervice, 
mioifters  might  not  find  themfelves  able  to  fupport  them, 
being  deprived  of  the  means  of  diftribnting  due  rewards,  or 
pf  fcreening  and  refcuing  them  from  party  attacks,  their  au- 
thority '>v  r  them  would  be  inefficient,  ai}d  the  commanders 
would  ^.nd  themfelves  obliged  to  pay  their  court  to  the 
Qpccn**  party^*  as  a  neceflary  fhield  againft  the  weaknefs  of 
tfaeir  employers,  and  the  power  of  that  junto  who  ought  to 
b.e  corifidered  as  the  oppofefs  of  thofe  employers.  In  the  1  ft 
cafe,  of  a  pu^^Iic  delinquent,  experience  drawn  from  our  own 
hiftc  ry  towards  chc  clofe  of  Queen  Anne's  reign,  had  proved 
ibe  po0ibiiity  of  the  ends  of  public  juftice  being  defeated  hy 
the  influence  of  a  powerful  party  a£ling  in  hofttlity  to  the 
iriewsof  the  executive  government.  Among  abundant  in- 
'  ilances  of  the  idle  reafoning  adopted  as  an  argument  in  de- 
fence of  putting  the  patronage  of  the  hp^fenold  into  the 
h^ndt  pf  the  Queen,  fiich  as  that  the  Kipg  would  feel  his 
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vercd  from  hU  dream,  if  he  faw  that  his  domeftic  fervantf 
had  been  removed  from  about  his  perfon ,  he  put  the  cafe, 
that  His  ajeily's  incapacity  had  taken  place  fome  years 
iince,  and  that  His  Majefly  lad  come  to  himfeif  a  few  .years 
ago :  in  that  cafe  his  MiniAers,  when  admitted  to  theit  firfl 
audience,  would  have  laid  this  fort  of  information  before 
him  :  "  Your  Majefty  has  loft  thirteen  colonirs,  but — your 
*<  palace  ftands  where  it  did*  Millions  of  national  debt  have 
•*  .been  accumulated,  but — your  Lords  with  White  Staves 
'*  Hand  where  you  left  them.  Much  of  the  Seft  blood  of 
w  your  fubjefls  has  been  fpilt,  but— your  Lords  of  the  Hed- 
"  chamber  are  ftlll  the  fame.  Many  calamities  have  hap- 
**  pened  in  confequence  of  the  weakncfs  of  Government, 
**  occafioned  by  the  prevalence  of  fecret  influence,  (and  du- 
"  ring  the  continuance  of  the  American  war  much  fecret 
"  influenc.  had  been  exerted)  but  be  not  concerned  at  this, 
**  your  Lords  of  the  Bedchamber,  your  Gentlemen  Pen- 
*'  iioners,  your  Beef-eatersj  are  ftill  the  fame.  Look  into 
"  the  red  book,  and  you  will  find  it  juft  as  you  left  it." 
How  abfurd  was  it  to  pretend  that  fo  infignificant  a  circum- 
flanceas  the  polTible  uneafinefs  of  the  King,  on  his  recovery, 
at  not  feeing  the  fuperior  houfehold  officers  around  him . 
would  afBift  His  Majeftyl  With  refpeft  to  the  words  of 
the  refolution,  whfch  ftated  that  Her  Majefty  was  to  have 
a  Council  of  Advice,  he  thought  that  before  the  Commit- 
tee was  called  upon  to  vote  the  whole  refolution,  in  com-* 
mon  decency,  they  ought  to  have  had  the  intended  con  ft  i- 
tution  and  powers  of  the  council  in  queftion  opened  to  them; 
but  not  a  fingle  word  of  explanation  had  been  judged  proper 
to  be  faid  on  the  fubjedl  by  thofe  who  had  brought  forward 
the  refoluiions.  Noble  Lords,  therefore,  were  obliged  to 
argue  in  the  dark  upon  no  very  immaterial  part  of  the  refo- 
lution before  f^em  ;  but  myfterious  and  unexplained  as  the 
nature  of  the  intended  Council  was  left  by  Minifters,  it  was 
fufficiently  obvious,  that  the  evils  he  bad  endeavoured  to 
defcribe  as  likely  to  flow  from  it,  might  and  probably  would 
follow  from  the  eftahlifhment  of  a  Council  connedled  with 
fuch  a  pofl!eflion  of  power,  holden  feparately  and  diftindly 
from  the  executive  Government.  When,  from  better  heal;h, 
he  ftiould  be  enabled  to  addrefs  their  Lordfhips  more  at  length, 
he  would  meet  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on  that  queftion, 
which  he  had  faid,  in  hi?  fpeech  of  the  preceding  day,  had 
gone  he  knew  not  how  ;  that  it  was  not  to  be  foun J  on  that  * 
protrft  fro  which  his  name  appeared,  with  thofe  of  many 
n»ore  noble  Lords,  of  more  weight  and  authority  than  he 
could  pre  end  to)  and  that  it  had  upon  a  fudden  vaniflied. 
He  meant  the  queftion  c  f  the  right  of  His  Royal  Highnefs 
the  ^*rince  of  Wales  to  the  Regeftcy,  during  his  father's 
Vol.  XX VI.  T  incapacity 


HS 


146  PARLIAMENTARY  A.  1789. 

incapacity  to  exercife  the  Royal  authority ;  a  queftidn  which 
be  had  neither  abandoned,  nor  wilhed  to  (brink  from, 

Ld  ChaB«  The  Lord  Chancellor  anfwered,  that  in  his  opinion  the 
ccUor^  noble  and  learned  Lord  had  miftated  the  cafe  of  the  Duke  of 
Marlborough's  difgrace,  that  event  having  been  prodticed  iy 
the  influence  of  a  favourite  at  Courts  and  not  by  the  opera- 
tion of  any  fuppofed  fecret  influence  lodged  in  hands  leparate 
from  the  executive  authority  ;  it  could  not  thereforci  in  fair 
argument,  be  admitted  to  le  any  analogy  to  the  fuppofed 
tm&  of  giving  Her  IvIajeAy  the  fole  and  undifturbed  ma- 
nagement and  controul  of  the  houfehold.  With  regard  to 
what  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  bad  faid,  on  the  lubjeft 
of  public  delinquents  being  able  to  evade  the  juftice  of  their 
country,  through  the  pro.edion  afforded  them  by  party 
influence  of  any  defcription,  Heaven  forbid  that  hefhoold 
live  to  fee  the  day  when  the  admin! flration  of  public  jnftice 
depended  upon  party  influence*  He  trufled  that  the  coun- 
try would  never  fufFer  fuch  humiliation  anddifgrace;  for 
bafe  and  fcandalous  muft  that  man  be,  who  would  owe  hif 
fafety  under  a  public  profecution  to  the  undue  interpofition 
of  any  party  wliatever.  He  was  confident  that  the  gentle- 
man, at  whom  fo  foul  a  fufpicion  might  be  fuppofed  to 
glance,  would  diidain  fo  pitiful  a  refuge. 
Lord  Lord  Lougf.  borough  SLnfvfcrd^  that  from  what  had  fallen 

Lough«    from  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  at  the  clofe  of  his  ffeech, 

borough,  jj  ^jjj  evident  that  the  noble  and  learned  L^rd  had  forgot- 
ten that  he  had  (lated  the  cafe  of  a  public  delinquent  in  the 
reign  of  Queen  Anne. 
puke  of       The  Duke  of  Richmond  expreflfed  his  wifhes  that  a  noble 

Richmond  Lord  (Rawdon)  had  condefcended  to  flate  to  tlie  Committee, 
the  words  which  he  meant  afterwards  to  fubftitute  in  the 
place  of  thofe  he  had  moved  to  have  left  out  of  the  refola- 
tions,'fince  without  fuch  information  the  Committee  were 
left  entirely  in  the  dark  as  to  his  obje£^ ;  a  mode  of  proceed- 
ing, which  he  mud  take  the  liberty  of  faying  was  by  no 
means  either  Parliamentary  or  regular*  The  Uuke,  among 
various  other  points  which  had  been  Aaled  on  one  fide  in  the 
courfe  of  the  debate,  and  cafually  omitted  to  be  anfwered 
on  the  other,  took  n6tice,  that  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
who  fpoke  la^,  as  well  as  other  noble  Lords,  had  complained 
of  the  Council,  with  the  advice  of  which  Her  Majefty  was 
to  be  aflifled,  not  having  been  explained  to  the  Committee. 
This  complaint  was  owifig  to  their  Lord(hips  having  over- 
looked the  confideration,  that  they  oug'  t  not  to  *  onfoond 
the  principle  of  a  m  afure  with  the  detail  of  the  mode  of 
its  being  carried  into  efledb,  two  matters  which  it  was  ne- 
ceflary  always  to  be  kept  diflin6^.  The  refolutions  before 
the  Committee  contained   the  principles  upon  which  their 

6  Lordfliips 
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Lordfhtps  were  called  upon  to  decide,  as  to  the  limitations 
and  reftri£lions  which  public  expediency  required  of  Parlia- 
ment to  impofe  on  the  Regent,  under  the  prefent  circuro- 
ilances  of  a  probability  of  His  Majefty's  recovery  and 
return  to  his  Government*  The  bill  to  be  brought  in  upon 
thofe  principles  would  contain  their  detail,  and,  in  that  hill 
there  would,  he  piefumed,  be  claufes,  defining  the  conftitu^ 
tion  and  powers  of  the  Council  to  be  provided  to  advife  the 
Queen  in  cafes  of  emergency.  Their  Lordiliips,  therefore 
with  a  little  patience,  would  in-  due  time  know  all  the  par- 
ticulars relative  to  the  Queen^s  Council.  The  Duke  argued 
againft  the  improbability  of  Her  Majefty's  exerciiing  her 
power  over  the  honfehoid  politically,  againft  the  govern- 
ment of  her  fon,  the  Regent,  and  (aid,  he  thought  Her 
Majefty's  unexceptionable  conduA  hitherto  (noble  Lords 
who  had  fpoken  that  day  having  allowed  that  her  chief  claim 
to  praifc  was,^her  having  never  interfered  in  political  con- 
cerns) was  at  leaft  not  bad  ground  of  expe&ation  that  ftie 
would  perfevere  in  the  fame  line  of  unfpotted  condu£l,  tha% 
/he  was  allowed,  on  all  hands,  hitherto  to  have  purfued. 
He  lamented  that  an  idea  of  Her  Majefty's  intermeddling 
with  politics  had  been  ftarted,  declaring  that  thofe  vile  in« 
ftruments  of  fcandal,  the  newfpapers,  had,  upon  fuch  a 
furmife,  grounded  their  right  to  confider  the  Queen  as  a 
political  chara^er,  and  had,  from  that  moment,  treated 
this  great  and  amiable  perfonage  with  a  degree  of  groflhefs, 
fliocking  to  every  man  pofiefled  of  the  leaft  feeling,  or  the 
leaft  delicacy.  The  licentioufnefs  of  the  public  prints  had 
increafed  of  late  to  fuch  a  degree  of  profligacy,  that  it  was 
evident  they  muft  be  encouraged  and  fupported  in  their 
calumnies,  or  they  never  would  dare  to  go  the  length  they 
did  every  day ;  he  called,  therefore  upon  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  to  explain  what  he  alluded  to  when  he  mentioned  the 
poflib  litv  of  a  public  delinquent's  efcaping  juftice  through 
the  hidden  operation  of  fecret  influence;  and  he  did  fo  the 
more  carneflly,  becaufe  if  left  unexplained,  he  was  furethat 
thofe  vile  pefts  of  fo  iety,  the  daily  papers,  would  pet  vert 
it  to  fome  flanderous  purpofe. 

Lord  Loughborough  concurred  with  the  noble  Duke  in  his     Lorrf 
.  condemnation  of  the  grofs  calumny  of  the  newfpapers.     It    Lough-, 
had,  he  faid,  proved  his  lot  to  have  been  calumniated,  as  it  borough. 
had  b^en  the  lot  of  the  noble.  Duke  to  be  flandered   by  the 
fame  means;  and  he,  like  the  noble  Duke,  had  adled  in  an 
open  manly  way,  and  reforted  to  the  laws  of  his  country  for 
redrefs.     If  every  man  would  do  the  fame,  the  evil  would  at 
leaft  be  checked,  if  not  prevented.     He  did  aflfurr  the  noble 
Duke  he  had  not  contaminated  his  bands  with  any  connec- 

T%  ion 
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tion  with  a  newfpaper.     He  difdained  to  taint  his  chzrzSter 
byany'fuch  conne6^ion«     Formerly,  newfpapers  contained 
etfuGons  of  wit,  candid  remarks,  and  fuch  matters  ±$  inge< 
nuous  minds  might  delight  in ;  but,  of  late,  the  common 
contents  hid  been  dull,  uninterefting  narrative,  or  violent 
abufe,  dark  and  malignant  infinuation,  and  foul  calumny  and 
afpe  fion.     The  reafon  obvioufly  was,  the  impunity  with 
which  iuch  lib-^rties  were  fufFered  to  be  taken  with  indivi- 
duals,  and  the  grofs  and  vulgar  appetite  of  the   Public  for 
fcandal.     In  conclufion,  Lord  Loughborough  begged  leave 
to  inform   the  noble  Duke,  that  the   public   delinquent  to 
whom  he  had  alluded,  was  Dr.  SacheverelU 
A  general  cry  of  ^eft'ton  !  queftion  ! 
X^QxA         Lor  1  A^/wwfl/r^aflured  the  Houfe,  that  at  that  late  bouti 
Kinnaird.  *"^  yf'wh  Hk-  impatience  exhibited  of  coming  to  the  queftion, 
he  (hoald  not  tre fpafs  long  upon  their  time ;  for  though  at  an 
earlier  part  of  the  evening,  he  had  intended  to  have  requeftel 
their  indulgence,  that  he  might  deliver  hisfentiments  ar  fonie 
leng  h,  yet  their  Lordfhips  would  recolleft  the  circuraftance 
which  had  prevented  him,  and  they  would  give  hi  n  ere 'it 
for  having  thrownin  the  way  of  the  noble  Duke  the  oppot- 
tunity  of  ftating  to  their  Lordfhips  his  perfonal  feelings  on 
this  part  of  the  plan  propofed;  becaufe,  however  anxious  be 
felt  himfelf  to  have  an  opportunity  of  ftating,  in  explicit 
terms,  the  grounds  of  his  conduA  on  this  occafion,  yet  the 
queftion  had  been  fo  fully  and  (o  ably  arc:ued  by  the  noble 
Lords  near  him,  that  little  had  been  left  for  him  to  ftate, 
which  had  not  already  ^een  conveyed  to  their  ears  in  lan- 
guage fo  forcible,  as  made  him  hope  it  had  found  its  way  to 
their  hearts  ;  but,   in  the  prefent   ftage,  he  fhnXild  refrain 
from  even  ftating  that  little,  and  confine  himfelf  direflly  to 
anfwer  the  queftions  which  the  noble  Duke,  who  had  juft  fat 
down,   had  put  to  his  n'  hie  friend,  (Lord  Rawdon).     The 
noble  Duke  had  afked  why  his  noble  friend  had  not  conde- 
fcendedtoftats  to  their  Lordlhips  the  words  which  he  meant 
afterwards  to  fuoftitute  in  the  place  of  thofe  which  he  had 
moved   to  be  left  out  ?  becaufe,  without  fuch  informationj 
they  were  If  fr  in  the  dark  as  to  his  purpo  e.     Was  it  intended 
to  give  Her  Majefty  the  care  of  the  King*s  perfon,  without 
the  means  to  execute  that  truft  ?  In  anfwer  to  this,  their 
Lordftiips  muM  permit  him  to  recall  to  their  recolleftion  the 
manner  in  which  every  ftep  of  this  important  bufmefs  had 
been  condu<^eci.     C^uld  they  forger,  t^at  a  fortnighf  ago 
,         their  Lordfliips  had  bren  called  upon  to  vote,  and  had  a(^iw  ^f 
vortd  a   propofition,  to  which  little  or  no  explanatio'ihad 
been  afFmled  them  r   And  w'tv  ?  Becaufe  it  would  not  have 
fuited  the  policy  of  th^ife  meafures.     He  meant  the  propofl- 

tion,    ftating  tiiat  for  maintaining  entire  the  confti^«f'°"^ 

authority 
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authority  of  the  Crown,  they  were  to  devife  certain  tneans^ 
&c.  What  were  they  now  defired  to  agree  with  the  Com- 
mons  in  ?  Why,  to  fplit,  divide,  and  fufpend  that  authority, 
and  thereby  to  render  it  of  as  little  efficacy  as  po^ible  to  the 
State.  Did  they  confider  gravely  what  they  were  about  to 
do?  to  exercife  the  nohleftt'un£tions  that  could  appertain  to 
their  (ituation  as  legiflators,  to  veft  thegovernmen^  of  agfeat 
country,  for  a  limited  tirae,  in  other  hands  than  thofc  which 
had  the  indifputahle  r  ght  to  it,  impelled  to  this  a6t  from  the 
dire  calamity  of  inevitable  neceffity  ?  But,  though  they 
might  appoint  the  perfon  who  was  to  conduA  the  reins  of 
governments  had  they  any  right,  in  their  prefent  ftate,  to 
change  or  alter  the  nature  or  principles  of  the  confl-itution  i 
The  Government  muft  be  permanent  ;  and,  whatever  exent 
of  powers  that  and  the  other  Houfe  might  arrogate  to  them* 
felves,  they  would,  by  any  attempt  of  fuch  a  nature,  exceed 
the  bounds  of  their  rights,  as  well  as  of  their  duty.  But,  he 
found  himfelf  getting  into  the  argument,  and  however  he 
might  wifh  for  an  opportunity  fo  to  do,  he  would  fulfil  his 
promife,  and  at  that  moment  refrain,  and  with  the  lefs  reluc- 
tance, as  an  opportunity  would  Ail*  be  afforded  him  when  the 
provifions  of  (he  bill  came  before  their  Lord  (hips,  at  which 
time,  he  tru (led,  they  would  adhere  more  clofely  to  the  maxim 
which  had  been  laid  down  by  many  of  their  Lordlhips,  the 
propriety  of  which  was  admitted  by  all,  but  adhered  to 
fcarcely  by  any.  He  me.^nt  the  abitaining  from  perfonal 
allufion  to  the  charafters  of  any  of  the  auguft  perfonag-s  fo 
peruliarly  interefted  and  affefted  by  the  fuhjeil  under  dif- 
cudion.  ji  and  the  were  minute  particles,  neverthelefs  the 
?idhering  to  the  true  didindion  between  them  was  materially 
iiecefiary  to  the  propriety,  as  well  as  the  freedom  of  debate. 
At  prefent  they  were  debating  on  the  principfe  of  a  '>ill  or  1 

bills  hereafter  to  be  produced,  and  that  by  general  refolutions 
(a  mode  he  could  not  help  thinking  very  unfair  and  itnproper) 
and  therefore  his  noble  friend  had  been  obliged  to  adopt  the 
amendment  he  had  fuggefled,  in  conformity  to  the  plan  on 
which  all  this  bufinefs  was  founded.  If  it  was  a  bad  one,  the 
noble  Duke  muft  impute  the  blame  to  thofe  who  fuggefted 
it.  His  noble  friend  wifhed  their  LorJfhips  to  deci 'e,  in  the 
firft  inflance,  qri  the  propriety  of  placing  the  care  of  the 
King's  perfon  in  the  Queen*s  hands.  Why  did  the  noble 
Duke,  or  any  other  perfon,  fnppx)fe  that  it  was  meant  to  veft 
fo  important  a  truft  in  Her  Majefty*s  hands,  without  afford- 
ing her  the  means  of  executing  It  in  a  manner  becoming  the 
facrednefs  of  the  Perfon  intrufted,  and  of  Her  Majefty's  ex- 
alted flation?  but  the  noble  Duke  did  himfelf  explain  and 
anfwer  all  this  difficulty,  by  ftating  to  their  Lordfliips,  that 
all  thefc  refolutions  being  only  on  general  principle-,  would 

receive 
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receive  their  full  explanatioo  by  the  provifions  of  the  bills, 
vfhcn  they  ihould  appear.  In  like  manner^  would  bis  noble 
friend^s  plan  be  amply  explained;  for>  certainly,  neither  the 
noble  Duke,  nor  any  other  noble  Lord,  had  a  right  to  de- 
oiand  from  h|s  noble  friend,  or  the  other  Lords  on  this  £de 
the  Houfe,  explanations,  when  they  themfelves  had  fo  ftu- 
dioufly  avoided  giving  the  Houfe  fatisfadion  as  to  their  plans, 
but  had  drawn  their  Lordfhips  into  the  adopting  of  meafures 
by  piece-mealy  from  which,  had  they  viewed  them  at  ODce, 
their  judgement  muil  have  revolted.  A  noble  Lord  having, 
very  early  in  the  debate,  mifconceived  the  intent  and  pur- 
port of  what  fell  from  a  right  reverend  Prelate  the  preceding 
day,  he  could  not  fit  down,  without  endeavouring  to  fetthat 
matter  in  its  true  point  of  view.  That  right  reverend  Pre- 
late had,  in  a  fpeech  delivered  with  fuch  ability  and  powerof 
argumen'  ation,  as  could  not  fail  to  carry  convidion  honoe  to 
their  minds,  and  which  had  remained  unanfwered,  becaufe, 
in  his  judgement,  it  was  unanfwerable,  taken  notice  of  cer- 
tain unjuft  prejudices  which  were  vulgarly  entertained  con- 
cerning the  4  onduft  of  certain  perfons  in  that  Houfe;  and 
amongll  others,  the  Scotch  Lords  and  Eifliops ;  from  which 
tinju ft  imputations  that  right  reverend  Prelate  did,  with  his 
vfual  ability,  endeavour  to  refcue  them,  and  of  which  be  did, 
in  direfb  terms,  expiefs  his  disapprobation ;  and  no  other 
condudt  could  have  been  expected  from  him,  who  had  4aid 
the  whole  Scot ti(h  Pterage  under  fuch  obligations,  by  an  ex- 
ertion of  his  powerful  parliamentary  talents  in  that  Hoofc, 
at  a  moment  when  they  were  in  danger  of  being  deprived  of 
fome  of  their  dearefl  rights  and  privileges. 

7  he  Committee  divided  on  the  amendment,  when  the  num- 
bers v^ere,  "  Tliat  the  words  moved  to  be  left  out,  ftand 
**  part  of  the  queftion,** 

Contents,  94;    Not  Contents,  68« 

The  main  queflion  was  then  put,  and  agreed  t9. 

The  Houfe  having  been  refumed,  the  Report  was  brought 
up,  the  refolution  were  read,  and  the  amendment  of  the 
words,  "  for  a  limited  time,*'  moved  to  each,  and  o^a* 
tived. 

A\\  the  refolutions  were  then  re  d,  and  agreed  toJ 

The  Houfe  rofe;  and  foon  afterwards,  the  undcr-fflcii- 
tioned  Peers  entered  the  following 

PROTEST. 

Die  VetenSf    23  Januarii,  1 7  89. 

The  Houfe  took  into  confiJeration  the  Report  from  the 

Committee,  appointed   to   cnnfider   the  refolutions  of  tb« 

Commons  delivered  ^t  a  conference  on  Tuefilay  laft* 

And 


A.  1789.  D    E    B    A    T   E    &  151 

And  the  faid  Report  being  read  by  the  clerk,  it  was  mored 
to  agree  with  the  Comi6ittee  in  the  faid  Report;  and  the 
fame  was»  upon  the  queftion,  ordered  accordingly* 

DiSSENTXEKT, 

ifty  Becaufe  we  firmlv  adhere  to  the  principles  and  argu- 
ments on  which  we  difapproved  the  refolutions  formerly 
pafledby.this  Houfe,  efpecially  when  the  legiflative  powei 
of  the  two  Houfes  of  Parliament,  unconftitationally  afTumed 
by  thofe  refolutions,  is  meant  to  be  employed  to  reAri6l  ot 
fufpendmany  important  and  eflential  branches  of  the  Royal 
power,  at  tne  moment  of  the  declared  incapacity  of  the 
King. 

2dly,  Becaufe  we  think  the  power  of  conferring  the  rank 
and  privileges  of  the  Peerage,  as  a  reward  to  merit,  is  necef- 
fary  to  the  Royal  authority,  in  order  to  afford  an  incitement 
to  vigorous  exertions  in  the  ferviceof  the  State,  and  is  more 
peculiarly  neceflary,  like  all  other  parts  of  the  prerogative, 
when  the  regal  power  is  to  be  exercifed  by  a  fubAitute,  with 
an  authority  uncertain  and  precarious  in  its  duration ;  but 
efpecially  on  the  prefent  occafion,  as  it  is  the  only  branch  of 
the  prerogative  fufiiciently  powerful  to  afford  a  remedy  againft 
fuch  a  combination  in  this  Houfe,  as  other  parts  of  this  fyftem 
of  reftri£lion  and  mutilation  have  a  natural  and  obvious  ten- 
dency to  produce. 

And  becaufe  we  conceive  that  this  reftridlion  may  create 
an  intereft  in  the  Members  of  this  Houfe,  to  withhold  their 
affent  to  reftore  the  ancient  power  of  the  Crown  in  this  re- 
fpe£l* 

3dly,  Becaufe  we  conceive  that,  by  the  fubfifting  law 
of  the  land.  His  Majefty*s  property  is  fufiiciently  fe- 
cnred  from  any  undue  difpofition  and  alienation,  and  the 
refolution  on  that  fubjefl  can  have  no  other  effe6l,  but  to 
convey  to  the  Public  injurious  fufpicion  and  unjuft  imputation* 
on  the  chara£ier  and  intentions  of  His  Royal  Highnefs  the 
Prince  of  Wales. 

4thly,  Becaufe  we  are  of  opinion,  that  in  order  to  main- 
tain the  proper  dignity  of  the  Crown,  and  preferve  the  due 
influence  and  refpe<%  which  arifes  from  the  great  offices  of 
State,  it  is  neceflary  that  the  perfon  exerciftng  the  Royal  au-* 
thority,  in  the  name  and  on  the  behalf  of  His  Majeftyi 
Ihould  be  attended  by  thofe  diflinguiflied  fervants  whofei 
fon6lions  have  been  eftablifhed  for  the  purpofe  of  adding 
weight  and  fplendor  to  the  Regal  office.  We  cannot  agree 
to  a  divifion  of  the  Royal  power;  to  the  creation  of  a  fourth 
effate,  unknown  to  theconftiiution  of  the  country* 

Frfd^ricjc  Henry 

Lothian  Devonflitre 

A«d« 


iS» 
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Audley 

Craven 

Bedford 

Carlifle 

Portcheftcr 

Pelham 

Brendalbane 

Caffillis 

i\bergavenny 

Loughborough 

ScarbQrough 

Foley 

Pon(onby 

Douglas 

Rawdon 

St.  John 

R.  Landaif 

Cholmondeley 

Hereford 

Peterborough 

Stawell 

Cardiff 

Southampton 

Shaftefbury 


Chedworth 

Portland 

Huntingdon 

Egremont 

Ponfonby 

Malmefburj 

Sondes 

Montford 

Derby 

Hertford 

Cadogan 

Boyle 

Maynard 

Eglintori 

Sandwich 

Kinnaird 

Aberdeen 

Chr.  Briftoi 

Hay 

Rodney 

Northumberland 

Wentw.  titzwiUiam 

Buckingham 


Diflentient,  For  the  ad,  ^i^  and  4th  reafons, 

St.  Albans* 

Diflentient,  For  the  ill,  ad,  and  4threafons  onlyV 
Clifton  SuiFoIk  and  Berks 

Spencer  Hawke. 

Diflertient,  For  all  the  reafons  given  in  this  Proteft,  ci- 
cept  thofe  in  the  latter  parts  of  the  fecond  reafon,  viz.  be- 
ginning at  thefe  words,  **  but  efpecially  on,  ice/*  from  thence 
to  the  end  of  that  fecond  reafon, 

Selkirk. 

Monday^  26th  yanuaty. 

Two  crf  the  Matters  in  Chancery  were  ordered  to  attend 
the  Commons,  and,  on  the  part  of  the  Lords,  dcfire  a  con- 
ference. 

The  Managers  for  the  Commons  came,  and  the  Veoman 
Ufher  of  the  black  Rod  informed  the  Peers,  that  they  were 
waiting  in  the  Painted  Chamber. 

7  he  Managers  for  the  Peers,  co^fifting  of  the  Lord  Pre- 
fident,  Lord"  Privy  Seal,  Lord  Chamberlain,  Marquis  of 
Carmarthen,  Lord  Sydney,  Lord  Hawkeftury,  and  othrrs, 
went  into  tha  Painted  Chamber,  when  the  Lord  Prefulent 

rctunie- 
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returned  the  refolations  agreed  to  by  their  Lord(hipty  with* 
out  any  amendment.  When  the  Managers  returned,  the 
Lord  Chancellor  put  the  queftion  of  adjournment^  and  the 
H  ou  fe  accordi  ngl  y  adjou  rned.  ^ 

ffUnefJavy  28/A  January. 

The  Commons  fent  a  melTage  to  requeft  a  conference  with 
the  Peers, /and,  after  the  ufual  c<Kremonies,  and  when  the 
Commons  were  in  the  Painted  Chamber,  the  Lords  were  ac- 
quainted therewith  by  the  Yeoman  Ufher  of  the  Black  Rod ; 
and  the  Managers  for  the  Peers  went  into  the  Painted  Cham- 
ber, when  Lord  Belgrave  delivered  to  the  Lord  Prefident  the 
refolutions  come  to  by  the  Commons,  to  which  they  dellred 
their  Lordlhips'  concurrence. 

As  foon  as  the  Managers  returned,  the  Lord  Prefident  ac- 
quaints d  the  Houfe,  that  he  had  met  the  Managers  for  the 
Commons,  and  had  received  fome  refolutions,  which  he  de- 
fired  might  be  read,  and  the  fame  having  been  read  by  the 
clerk,  as  follows  : 

*^  That  a  Committee  be  appointed  to  attend  His  Royal' 
"  Highnefs  the  Prince  of  Wales  with  the  refolutions  winch 
^  have  been  agreed  to  by  the  Lords  and  Commons,  for  the 
purpofe  of  fupplying  tlie  defeA  of  the  perfonal  exercife  of 
the  Royal  authority  during  His  Majeft/s  illnefs,  by  em« 
**  powering  His  Koyal  Highnefs  to  exercife  fuch  authority, 
''  in  the  name  and  on  behalf  of  His  Msijefty,  fubjed  to  the 
*'  limitations  and  reftri£lions.  which  the  circumftances  of  the 
**  cafe  appears  at  prefent  to  require,  and  thkt  the  Committee 
^'  doexprefs  the  hopes  which  the  Lords  and  Commons  enter- 
"  tain  that  His  Roval  Highnefs,  from  the  regard  of  the  ip- 
**  terefts  to  His  Majefty  and  the  Nation,  will  be  ready  to 
*^  undertake  the  Weighty  and  important  truft  propofed  to  be 
**  invefted  in  His  Royal  Highnefs,  as  foon  as  an  aft  of  Par- 
*^  liamenthns  been  paflfed  for  carrying  the  faid  refolutions  into 
**  execution.''  And, 
Refolved,  "  That  the  refolution  agreed  to  by  the  Lords 
and  Commons,  refpefling^the  cafe  of  His  Majefty's  Royal 
perfon,  and  the  direftion  of  His  Majefty*s  houfehold,  to 
be  laid  before  Her  Majelly,  with  an  humble  addrefs,  ex- 
preffing  a  hope  which  the  Lords  and  Commons  entertain^ 
that  Her  Majefty  will  be  gracioufly  pleafed  to  undertake 
the  important  truft  propofed.  to  be  invefted  in  Her  Ma- 
jefty, as  foon  as  an  ad  of  Parliament  has  been  pafled  for 
carrying  the  laid  refolution  into  execution.** 
The  Lord  Prefident  m9ved  *^  To  agree  to  the  faid  refolu- 
**  tions,'* 

The  Duke  of  Northumberland  obferved,  that  it  appeared  to  Duke  c£ 
l^im  a  violation  of  all  refpe£tful  decency,  to  withhold  from.  Northuio-? 
Vo^,XXVL  U  ^  His  bcrU«.4,. 
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His  Royal  Highnefs  any  of  the  authority  belonging  to  the 
CroWn,  without  affigning  fome  reafon  for  fo  extraordinary  a 
{procedure ;  and  therefore,  under  this  idea,  he  ihould  beg 
leave  to  move,  as  an  amendment,  to  add  to  tlie  refolution 
the  following  words  :  "That  tlic  reftridlions  were  formedoo 
"  the  fuppoiition  tliat  His  Majefiy's  illnefs  was  only  tempo- 
**  rary,  and  might  be  of  wo  long  duration." 

This  amendment  was  negatived  without  a  divifion. 
Lord  Lord"  Kivndnd  reprobated  the  original  motion^  and  re- 

ICinnaird.  n'larked,  that  as  the  amendment  came  from  a  charatSer  fo  ele- 
vated and  refpeflable  as  that  of  the  noble  Duke,  it  merited 
the  utmoft  attention. 
Earl  of       The  Earl  of  Car/^if  expreflcd  b?5  affonifhment  that  the 
Cariifle.  noble  Lords  who  were  in  Adminiftration  ihould  haughtily 
prefer  a  contemptuous  (llence  to  the  leaft  elucidatory  mention 
t)f  the  point   in  queftion.     1  his  was  unworthy  the  perfons 
who  held  the  high  offices  of  State,  and,  he  doubted  not, 
Wduid  be  felt  as  a  fpecies  of  difdainful  negleft^  if  they  were 
fo  treated  when  ou^  of  office,  on  fubjefts  of  fuch  magniiiide 
and  importance  as  thofe  under  corifideration.     Adverting  to 
the  fpeech  of  the  Chancellor  in  a  late  debate,  he  faid,  that 
this  noble  anrd  leaf  n'ed  Lord,  it  was  well  known,  had  ablli'y 
to  catch   at-  anv  argument  which  came  within  bis  reach. 
When,'  therefore,  he  heard  that  noble  and  learned  Lord  con- 
fine himfelf  to  a  hard  inveditve  againft  that  fide  of  the  Houfe, 
and  deal  in  declamation  fokly,  it  was  fair  to  conclude  that 
he  would  not  have  reded  oti  an  appeal  to  the  paffions,  if  be 
had  not  fbunJ  hrmfel'f  di veAed  of  argument,  and  that  the  caufe 
-which  he  rbfeto  fupport  could  not  be  fupporied  by  fober  rea- 
fon.    He  argued  upon  the  danger  of  pledging  ^he  Houfe  by 
the  refolution,  and  precluding  them  from  the  free  exercifeof 
their  deliberative  fundions.     A  hint  had  been  given  in  that 
a^  well  as  the  other  Houfe,  that  the  Prince  of  Wales  was  to 
4iave  a  houfehold  eft;&li(hed,  in  lieii  of  the  patronage  taken 
from  him ;  and  furely.  His  koyal  Highnefs  fliottid  be  inform- 
ed, ^ongft  other  particulars  of  theprefent  propofcd  com- 
munication, what  was  to  be  the  precife  nature  of  this  houfe- 
iiold. 
Duke  of    '     The  Duke  of  Richmond AtchiXcAj  that  the  noble  Earl  might 
Richmond  reft  perfe<aiy  fatisfied,  that  if  he  bad  hitherto  preferred  a 
filence  concerning  the  motion  under  confideration,  that  it 
Was  not  fi'ora  any  contempt  for  any  noble  Lord,  who,  like 
the  lioble  Earl,  had  bbje&ed  to  the  refolution.     It  was  merely 
from  the  inijp)reffioti>  that  both  Houfes  having  proceeded  to 
far  as  to  vote  refolutions,  containing  the  general  principles 
on  which  the  bill  to  be  brought  in  was  to  contain  the  detail» 
the  natural  ftep  to  be  taken,  as  well  out  of  refpefl  to  Hi* 
Royal  Highnefs,  a*  to  the  rcgdarity  of  their  proceedings^, 
^  .  •  ^  .    -  was 
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'  was  to  go  up  with  the  refolutions  to  the  Prince,  and  learn 
from  His  -Royal  Highnefs  whether  he  was  willing  to  accept 
the  Regency  on  thoTe  condition^  ?  With  regard  ,to  the  refo- 
lution  having  been  debated  as  temporary  in  tb^ir  nature, 
and  that,  therefore,  there  oaght  to  be  fome  words  of  limi- 
tations in  the  motion  ;  he  admitted  that  the  refolutions  bad 
been  all  along  ftated  to  contain  reArkSltons  £t  only  to  be 
applied  in  a  cafe  of  a  temporary  nature,  and  th6  reafon 
why  any  words  of  fpecial  limitation  were  not  neceflary  in 
the  motion  was,  that  it  did  already  fpecifically  refer  to  fuch 
reftrt£lions  as  the  circumftances  of  the  Cafe  appeared  at 
prefent  to  require. 

Vifcount  Surmont  rejoiced  at  percei  ving  that  the  nohle  Duke  Vifcount 
had  condefcended  to  fpeak  in  explanation,  fince  all  His  Ma-  Stormont. 
jefty's  other  Minifters  feezed  determined  to  have  imitated 
the  eloquence  of  Ajax;  which,  although  it  .might  be  becom- 
ing that  furly  charader,  was  not,  in  his  opinion,  a  proper 
condu<9  to  be  obferved  in  a  Houfe  of  Parliament,  when  a 
great  and  important  meafure  was  under  confideration.  He 
would  not  detain  their  Lordflilps  long,  l.ut,  asiliorcly  as  pof- 
fible,  offer  a  few  obfervations  which  Aruck  him  on  the  moi> 
ment.  In  what  he  was  going  to  ftate,  if  hefiiould  be  wrong, 
the  noble  Duke  would  fet  him  right.  On  Mondav  laft  it 
had  been  underftood,  that  the  queftion  rtien  before  the 
Houfe  was  to  have  been  moved ;  but  as  it  had  been  appre- 
hended that  there  might  be  a  di&rence  of  opinion  on  the 
fubjed,  the  intention  was  given  up,  left  there  fhould  appear 
any  ground  for  a  charge  of  taking  the  Houfe  by  furprife. 
Undoubtedly,  that  idea  waf^  fair,  but  he  for  one  had  been 
much  mortified  at  the  delay,  becaufe  by  tliofe  means  the  fub- 
Jedt  had  been  firft  agitated  by  their  good  and  gracious  in- 
ftru£):ors,  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  'whofe  obedient  and  very 
huihble  fervants  they  were,  as  had  been  fufficiently  manifefled 
ever  fihce  the  Houfe  of  Commons  had  kindly  taken  upon 
then^felves  the  office  of  dire<Sling  that  Houfe  in  their  duty. 
It  fcldom  happened  that  he  troubled  their  Lordfhips  with 
any  motion,  but  he  remembered  that  he  had  propofed  one^ 
when  the  commercial  tre^y  vvas  under  difcuffion,  declaringy 
that  nothing  contained  in  an  addrefs  then  moved,  {hould  be 
holden  to  pledge  that  Houfe  fo  as  to  preclude  the  freedom  of 
debate  in  the  difcuffion  of  any  of  the  fleps  to  be  fubfequently 
taken  in  that  bufmefs.  A  noble  Lord,  who  was  not  then  in 
the  kingdom,  had  declared  his  propofition  to  be  a  truifm,  and  : 

liad  moved  the  previous  queftion  upon  it,  which  had  been 
carried,  under  the  idea  that  it  was  unneceflary  to  vote  a 
truifm.  He  hoped,  therefore,  that  the  fame  dodlrine  which 
had  been  then  eilablifhed,  would  prevail  in  the  prefent  in?- 
ftance,  and  that  if  th^  motion  for  carrying  up  the  refolutions 

U  z  fhould 
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ftould  pafs,  it  would  not  be  confidered  that  the  Houfe  was 
precluded  from  the   right  to  object  to  any  part  of  the  biU, 
which  they  all  underftood  was  grounded  on  tbofe  refolutions. 
Miniflers  deferred  the  plain  road  to  the  objefk  in  view,  and 
pur/ued  a  bye  way,  which  caufed  much  inconvenience  and 
much  delay.    In  all  matters  of  communicatiopy  he  ^ook  it  to 
be  a  general  rule,  that  if  a  communication  had  been  made 
privately,  and  it  was  afterwards  thought  that  fuch  commu- 
nication ihould,  for  fpecial  reafons,  be   pubJcly  made,  the 
terms  of  the  public  coin municat ion  ought  to  be  the  fame  as 
thofe  in  which  the  private  communication  had  been  made. 
1  his  rule,  however,  was  departed  /rom  in  the  prefent  in- 
flance.'    He  |ield'in  his  hand  the  lettef  whic|i  was  ftated  to 
be  the  letter  of  the  MiniAer  to  His  Royal  Highnefs  the 
Prince  of   Wales,  communicating  the  iieftri<S^ions  which 
were,  at  the  very  time  they  were  fent,  propqfed  to  be  fuh- 
initted  to  tlie  two  Houfes,  and  which  had  (ince  been  voted* 
in  the  letter  were  thefe  words:  *•  That  the  r^ridlions  wcr^ 
*^  formed  on  the  fuppofition,  that  llis  Majefty^s  ilioet^was 
'^  only  temporal  y,  and  might  be  of  np  long  duration."* 
Thefe  words  were  written  in  the  name  of  the  Minifler  hira- 
felf  and  his  colleagues  and  eicpreffly  Aated  to  have  been  the 
whole  foundation  of  the  plan  of  proceedings  that  had  been 
adopted  in  confequence  of  His  Majeily^s  i)Ine(s.     He  a&ed 
why  thofe  words  bad  not  made  a  part  of  the  refolutions,  un- 
lefs  it  was  that  tlieMinii^er,  however  he  might  have  derived 
advantage  in  debate  from  repeatedly  ufing  fuch  language,  in 
fa£l  meant  a  perpetual  regulation,  which  he  contended  he 
muft  have  meant,  Cdce  the  propriety  of  reyifing  the  limita- 
tions and  reflri£lions  impofed  on  the  I^egent,  was  to  depend 
upon  a  circumftance  which  could  never  happen,  viz.  when- 
ever His  JVlajeftyV  phyficians  fhould  be  fo  totally  ignorant 
of  their  profeflion  as  to  admit,  what  no  man  at  any  time 
could  with  certiinry  pronounce,  namely,  that  His  Majp^y* 
difo^der  was  incurable.      ' 
The  Lord  ^  ^  The  Lord,  Cbanceilor  con(vitxei  it  as  rather  illiberal  and 
ChanccU]  vinjuft  fo  frequently  to  put  upon  (a,   perhaps,   prudent  and 
*  -lor.^      g^j,  heceffary)  filence  the  invidiojis  interpretation  of  a  con- 
temptudus'relolution  to  vyithhold,  at  times,  a  reply  from  anj 
Peer  who  fpdke  iii  oppoCtion  to  the  Members  o?  Adminif- 
tration.  ^  Thefe  laft  well  knew  t)iat  they  were  duft  and  aflici 
in  comparifon  with  the  noble  Lords  who  had  chofen  to  call 
themfelves  one  fide  of  tlie  Houfe,  and  that  when  they  ad- 
dreiTed  the  Houfe  they  were  fubjedl  to  aniroadverfion.  and 
to  have  it  imputed  to  them  that  they  wereJnot  capable  of 
arguing.    With  refpe6l  to  the  refolutions  and  the  motion, 
as  to  any  limitation,  the  whole  plan  obviouflyJbrrocd  a  re- 
gulation meant  to  qeafe  when  the  occafion  ceafed ;  and  when 
:  *••  '  -2  anew 
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a  new  occafion  ofieredy  a  new  regulation  would  become  ne- 
ceilary.  With  regard  to  tho  whole  being  a  meditated  plan 
to  throw  a  check  in  the  way  of  a  new  Government,  he  did 
not,  in  truth,  believe  that  it  was  fo  felt.  He  could,  how- 
ever, pofitively  aflert,  that  if  it  was  a  meditated  plan,  he 
was  a  perfect  ftranger  to  it,  and  no  party  to  that  concert. 
He  looked  upon  the  amount  of  the  redriftions  in  a  very  dif- 
ferent point  of  view,  and  Conceived  them  to  be  fo  much  more 
falutary,  that  if  he  had  been  to  advife  thofe  who  were  fup- 
pofed  to  be  in  the  confidence  of  His  Royal  Highnefs  the 
Prince  of  Wales,  he  would  have  advifed  them,  at  the  peril 
of  his  life,  to  have  met  them  more  than  half  way  with  a 
view  to  provide  for  the  fafe  return  of  His  Majefty  te  hii 
government  on  his  recovery.  He  could  have  invented  a 
plan  that  would  firmly  fix  an  authority,  which,  planted  in 
fo  kindly  a  foil,  could  not  have  failed  to  have  proved  ^profpe- 
rousand  flouriihing.  He  could  have  chalked  out,  in  his  own 
mind,  a  plan  that  would  have  better  pleafed  his  judgement 
than  that  which  had  been  adopted ;  but  that,  confidering 
that  other  men's  opinion  were  to  be  confulred,  and  different 
rnatters  attended  to,  was,  allowing  for  the  clafh  of  the  times, 
the  heft  which,  under  all  the  circumOancesof  the  cafe,  could 
be  brought  forward.  The  houfehold  of  the  Prince  of  Wales 
was  not  thw  under  confideration.  Whatever  it  meant,  he 
fook  it  for  granted,  that,  from  its  nature,  it  mud  be  fome- 
thing  to  be  fettled  fubfequent  to  the  appointment  of  a  Re-* 
gent.  He  knew  nothing  of  it ;  **  fufficient  to  the  day  was 
the  evil  thereof."  At  prefent,  the  fole  confideratioti  before 
the  Houfe,  wa^  the  motion  to  carry  up  the  rcfolutions  to  His 
Royal  Highnefs  the^  Prince  of  Wales.  With  regard  to  that 
meafure,  he  denied  that  there  was  any  want  of  refpe£\  to  the 
Prince  in  going  up  with  the  refolutions :  on  the  contrary, 
the  mode  of  proceeding  was,  in  his  mind,  the  rood  refpeft- 
ful  which  could  be  followed.  He  dated  why  he  thought  d>, 
and  took  notice,  that  fome  ftrefs  had  been  laid  in  thecourfe 
of  the  debate!  on  the  amendment  having  been  moved  by  a 
moft  "exalted  Peer  (the  Duke  of  Norfolk).  That  fort  of 
diftiiiAion  was  what  could  not  be  endured  in  that  Houfe: 
there  it  was  cudomary  for  all  the  Peers  to  ,be  confidered  as 
equal >;  and  though  they  well  knew  the  difference  made  by 
elevated  rank,  high  dation,  ancient  families,  fplendid  for*' 
tunes,  and  pre-eminent  virtues,  yet,  in  a  parliamentary  point 
of  view,  whether  a  motion  came  from  the  premier  Duke,  or 
from  the  youngeft  Baron  in  the  Hoiife,  the  right  honourable 
mover  was  entitled  to  equal  refpe(!%  and  attention  with  his 
brother  Peers,  becaufe  precedences  in  fuch  a  cafe^  was  to- 
tally out  of  the  queftion* 
'•  The 
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Earl  of  The  Earl  of  Carllfle  obferved,  ^that  he  fliould  fiill  perfift 
Carliflc,  in  his  opinion,  that  when  a  Peer,  endued  with  talents  as  vigo- 
rous and  fplendid  as  thofe  which  were  poflefled  by  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord,  made  his  appeal  folely  to  the  paffions,  it 
was  proof  of  his  being  quite  aware  rf  the  inefEcacy  of  argu- 
ment; and  when  the  Committee  were  told,  in  language  of 
great  force  and  eloquence,  which  confequently  could  not  fail 
to  make  a  ftrongimpreflion  on  the  flohle  and  learned  Lord's 
audience,  that  if  they  attempted  to  divide  a  motion  relative 
to  the  care'of  the  King's  perfon,  and  to  feparate  the  pa- 
tronage and  control  of  the  houfchold,  they  were  deferring 
the  King,  like  Darius,  in  his  utnioft  need,  did  .the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  think  that  it  was  to  pais  without  any  an'mad- 
verfjon  ?  To  charge  nob.Ie  Lords  with  having  abandoned 
*         their  King,  and  left  him 

"  Peierted  jn  bit,  utmoft  need 

**  By  theTe  his  fprmi^r  bpudty  fed/' 

was  treating  them  rather  like  Lazarus,  who  w^s  fed  by 
crumbs  from  the  rich  jnarfs  table,  than  like  Britifl)  Peers. 
When  the  noble  and  It-arned  Lord  ventured  to  mention  the 
counfel  which  he  would  have  given,  fuch  an  intimation  car- 
ried vwith  it  the  appearance  of  calling  the  conduft  of  His 
•  Royal  Highnefs  the  Prince  of  W.iles  in  queflian. 
Ld.  Chan-  The  Lord  Chanccll  r  begged  leave  to  remind  the  noble  Earl, 
cdlor.  that  he  did  not  utter  one  fingle  fyllable  concerning  the  pro- 
priety of  the  condu6l  of  His  Royal  Highnefs  (which  he  did 
not  prefume  to  queftion^  howfoever  he  might  have  alluded  to 
fuch  advice)  which  he'wpuld  not  have  wrlhed  for  an  oppor- 
tunity of  fubmitting  to  thecounfellorsof  His  Royal  Highnefs. 
Vifcount  Vifcount  Stormont  having  premifed  that  it  feemed  extraor- 
vStofiijour.  dir.ary  that  the  noh!ft.and  learned  Lord  fliould,  on  tl>e  pre- 
fent  occafion,  introduce  the  quotation,  **  fufficiertt  to  the 
d  'y  is  the  evil  thereof,"  addetl,  that  he  knew  nothing  of  the 
efluhiinunent  for  the  Prince  of  Wales.  The  'Minifter  in 
anotlicr  Houfe  had  ufed  triumphant  language  on  the  fubjeft, 
and  declared  that,  were  all  his  minifterial  fur^ftions  to  he  re- 
fign'-?(!,  he  would  takf  \ipon  liimfelf  the  odium  of  propofing 
.  that  eftabliihment.  Jle  referred  the  nohleand  learned  Lonl 
to  a  former  debate  in  that  Houfe,  when  it  had  been  cxpreflly 
declared,  that  it  wa5  intended  to  give  the  Prince  of  Walesan 
eilablifl>ment  fuitab!e  to  the  digrity  of  the  Regent.  He 
aflced,  had  the  nohleand  learned  Lord  been  fo  occupied  fincc 
by  his  various  diu  •'?,  thiit  he  had  buried  in  the  river  of  oh- 
llvion  what  he  formerly  knew  }  All  who  knew  the  Prince  of 
Wnles's  fcntimf^nrs,  ki  ew  that  it  was  repugnant  to  his  mind 
to  form  ail  eilaiiiifluivjnt  by  an  unncceflary  cxpence  to  the 
counrry.  •         '  * 
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The  Marquis  Townfliend,-  Lord  Portchcfler,  and  Lord 
Fitzwilliam,  feveraly  fpoke  againft  the  motion,  as  calculated 
to  carry  up  imperfefl  refolutions  to  the  Prince  of  Wales. 

Lord  Ra4n%r  deiired  to  be  informed,  whether  voting  tlie^    Lori 
motion  mould  preclude  him,  or  any  other  noble  Lord,  from  Radnor* 
freely  difcuiling  and  objecting  hereafter,  ;fgainil  any  part  of 
the  bill  of  which  they  might  difapprove  ? 

Lord  Sydney  anfwered,  certainly  not. 

The  Duke  of  Richmond  feared  that  the  noble  Vifcount  Duke  of 
(Stormont)  had  tranfgrefled  againft  his  ufual  candour,  when  Richmoal 
he  produced  a.mutilated  publication  of  the  letters  which  had 
palled  between  the  Minifter  and  the  Prince  of  Wales^  and 
argued  concerning  its  contents.  Why  were  not  two  other 
letters  which  made  a  part  of  that  correfpondence  produced  ? 
'thefe  were  the  letters  preceding  that  or  the  Minifter,  and 
the  letter  fuccecding  that  of  His  Roy^l  Higlinefs.  The 
puke  defended  the  Lord  Chancellor's  fpeech  on  the  preced- 
ing Friday;  and  having obferved  that  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  had  been  faid  to  have  appealed  to  the  paflions,  added, 
tliat  it  was  but  fair  to  carry  it  in  recollection  ;  that  the  no- 
ble and  learned  Lord  had  firft  offered  arguments,  and  thbfe 
of  the  ftrongeft  nature,  and  had  then  remarked,  **  if  thefe 
arguments  inould  fail,  I  will  not  appeal  to  the  pailions,  but 
to  the  feelings  of  the  Houfe."  What  could  be  a  more  pow- 
erful appeal  than  to  the  feelings  of  theirXordftiips  ?  In  con- 
cluiion,  the  Duke  obferved,  that  a  different  reafon  was  urged 
In  the  proteft,  from  that  relied  on  in  debate,  in  objefiion  to 
the  reftridtion  relative  to  making  Peers.  In  debate,  ic 
had  been  contended  that  the  power  vitas  necejGary  to  the  Re- 
gent, to  enable  him  tp  reward  meritir  In  the  proteft,  the  ar- 
gument was,  that  the  power  of  creating  Peers  was  the  only 
branch  of  the  prerogative  fufficiently  powerful  to  aftbrd  a 
remedy  againft  a  combination  in  that  Houfe  :  and  thus  the 
myftery  became  unravelled.   , 

Lord  Hawkejbury  contended,  that  fuch  noble  Peers  as  had     x^ord 
voted  for  the  refolutions  were  bound,  in  honour  and  confci-  Uawkef . 
cnce,  not  to  vote  againft  meafures  grounded  on  thofe  refolu-^     bury* 
tionsy  unlefs  new  matter  ihould  occur  to  juftify  their  dif- 
lent. 

The  queftion  was  called  for  and  put,  when  the  motion 
was  agreed  to  without  a  divifjon.  The  fecond  motion  was 
alfo  agreed  to,  and  a'  conference  defired  with  the  Commons 
on  the  morrow. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Thurfiay^  2(^th  January,  '789- 

The  Lords  lent  a  meflage  to  the  Comitiohs  by  t^i)  \Iaf-  . 
tfi^  in  ChancerV}  to  defire  an  immediate  eonference.    The 

Meffea- 
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Meflcngers  being  returned*  anif  notice  given  by  the  Yeoman 
Uflier  of  tht  Black  Rod,  that  the  Managers  were  waiting  in 
the  Painted  Chamber,  the  Lord  Prefident,  Lord  Privy  Seal, 
and  others,  were  called  over,*  and  they  withdrew  to  meet  the 
Managers  for  the  Commons ;  when  the  Lord  Prefident  re- 
turned Lotd  Belgrave  the  refolutions  with  the  blanks  filled  up 
^  (Lords  Spiritual  and  Temporal).     As  foon  as  the  Lord  Pre- 

fident and  the  other  Lords  ^ame  back  from  the  conference, 
Lord  Sydney  moved,  *^  That  the  Lord  Prefident  and  tlic 
Lord  Privy  Seal  do  wait  on  His  Royal  Highnefs  the  Prince 
of  Wales  with  the  refolutions  agreed  to  by  the  Lords  and 
Commons.'* 

It  was  afterwards  moved,  "  That  a  meflage  be  fent  to  the 
Commons  acquainting  tnem  therewith,  and  to  deiire  a  pro- 
portionate number  of  names  to  be  added  thereto.*' 

It  was  afterwards  moved,  "  That  the  Earl  of  Ailelbury 
and  Lord  Waldegrnve  do  wait  upon  Her  Majefty  with  the  re- 
folutions and  addrefs  agteed  to  by  both  Houfes.**     And 

"  That  a  meflage  be  fent  to  the  Commons  acquainting 
them  therewith,  and  to  defire  they  would  add  a  proportionate 
number  of  names  to  the  fame.* 

The  Meflengers  w^nt  to  the  Commons,  and,  after  forac 
time,  returned;  when  Mr.  Holford,  Mafte-r  in  Chancery,  ac- 
quainted the  Houfe,  that  the  Commons  had  added  the  Chan- 
cellor 6f  the  Exchequer,  the  Mafter  of  the  Rolls,  Lord  Fre- 
derick Campbell,  and  the  Secretary  at  War,  to  the  lift  of  thofe 
who  were  named,  to  wait  upon  His  Royal  Highnef*  the 
Prince  of  Wales  with  the  addrefs  and  refolutions. 

That  the  Commons  had  alfo  added  the  names  cf  Lord 
Courtoun,    Mr.  Comptroller  of   the  Houfehold,  Richard 
Howard,  £fq.  and  Lieu'eiiant-colonel  Manners,  to  wait  00 
H^r  Majefty  ^ith  the  faid  refolutions  and  addrefs. 
Loid  Lord  Sydney  obfetved,  that  as  Miniflers  were  determined  to 

Sydney,  expedite  the. bufinefs  under  their  confideratiofi  as  much  as 
poflible,  in  order  that  no  delay  might  be  imputed  to  theoi 
from  another  quarter,  he  thought  it  would  be  proper  to  fit  on 
Saturday,  as  there  was  bufinefs  ready  to  be  brought  for- 
ward; he  therefore  moved  that  the  Houfe  be  fnmrooned  for 
that  day,  which,  upon  the  quedioo,  was  ordered  accoid* 
inglv. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Saturday^  j}Ji  of  January* 

The  Lord  Chancellor  being  indifpofed.  Earl  Bathurft  fat 
as  Speaker. 

q-h;  Lord  Prefident  of  the  Council  having  firft  read  the 
•     ^^[^^z  whickHii  Royal  Highnefs  ihc  Prince  of  Wales  had 
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leen  pleaied  to  give  to  the  addrefs  from  both  Houfes  of  Par- 
lament.     The  clerk  next  read  it  as  foUow^s : 

•*  My  Lords  and  GtntUmeny    . 

"  I  thank  you  for  communicating  to  me  the  refolutions 

*  agreed  upon  by  the  two  Houfes,  and  I  rcqueft  you  to 

*  afTure  them  in  my  name,  that  my  dufy  to  the  King  i^y 
^  father,  and  my  anxious  concern  for  the  falety  and  in- 
'  terefts  of  the  People,  wliich  muft  be  endangered  by  a 

*  longer  fufpenfion  of  the  exercife  of  the  Royal  authority  ; 

*  together  with  my  refpeft  for  the  united  defires  of  the  two 

*  Houfes,  outweigh,  in  my  mind,  every  other  confideration, 
'  and  will  determirie  me  to  undertake  the  weighty  and  im- 
^  portant  truft  propofed  to  me  in  conformity  to  the  refolu* 
'  tionsnow  communicated  to  me.  I  am  fenfible  of  the  dif- 
^  ficulttes  that  muft  attend  the  execution  of  this  truft,  in  the 
'  peculiar  circumflance  in  which  it  is  committed  to  my 

*  charge,  of  which,  as  I  am  acquainted  with  no  former  ex- 
'^  ample,  my  hopes  of  a  fuccefsful  Adminiftration  cannon 
'*  be  founded  on  any  paft  experience.   But  confiding  that  the 

*  limitations,  on  the  exercife  of  the  Royal  authority,  deemed 
=*  neceflary  for  the  prefent,  have  been  approved  by  the  two 
*<  Houfes  only  as  a  temporary  meafure,  founded  on  the  loyal 

*  hope,  in  which, I  ardently  participate,  that  His  Majefty's 
'*  diforder  may  not  be  of  long  duration,  and  trufllnjj  in  the 
'*  mean  while  that  I  ftiall  receive  a  zealous  and  united  fup- 
'<  port  in  the  two  Houfes  and  in  the  nation,  proportioned  to 

*  the  diflBculty  attending  tlic  difcharge  of  my  truft  in  this 

*  interval,  I  will  entertain  the  pleafing  hope,  that  my  faith- 

*  ful  endeavours  to  preferve  the  interefts  of  the  King,  his 

*  Crown  and  People,  may  be  fuccefsful.'' 

Earl  Waldegrave  firft,  and  then  the  Clerk,  read  the  follow- 
ng  anfwer  given  by  Her  Majefty  the  Queen,  to  the  melFnge 
)f  the  two  Houfes  : 

<«  My  duty  and  gratitude  to  the  King,  and  the  fenfe  I  muft 

*  ever  entertain  of  my  paft  obligations  to  this  country,  will 
^  certainly  engage  my  moft  eameft  attention  to  the  anxious 
^  and  momentous  truft  intended  to  be  repofed  in  me  by  Par- 
^  liament.  It  will  be  a  great  confolation  to  me  to  receive 
^  the  aid  of  a  Council,  of  which  I  ftiall  ftand  fo  much  in 
^  need.  In  the  difcharge  of  a  duty,  wheiein  the  happinefs  of 
^  my  future  life  is  indeed  deeply  interefted,  but  which  a 
^  higher  objefl:,  the  happinefs  of  a  great,  loyal,  and  affec- 
^  tionate  people,  renders  ftill  more  important.*^ 

Lord  Southampton  next  moved  that  the  anfwer  of  His 
loyal  Highncfs  the  Prince  of  Wales  be  printed,  that  the 
^ublic  might  be  apprized  of  the  fentiments  and  principles  of 
jis  Royal  Highnefs. .     < 

Vol.  XXVI.  X  The 


s6a  PARLIAMENTARY         A.  1789b 

The  Earl  of  Radnor  regularly  moved,  that  Her  Majefiy^ 
anfwer  might  aifo  be  printed. 

Both  anlwers,  with  the  addrefles  containing  the  refolutiooi 
fubmitted  to  the  Prince  of  Wales  and  the  Queeni  were  or« 
dered  to  be  prmted* 

The  order  of  the  day  having  been  read»  that  the  Lords  be 
fvunmoned>and  that  the  Houfe  refolve  itfelf  into  a  Coinmktce 
on  the  State  of  the  Nation, 
Sari  Earl  Camden  ri{ing>  obferved,  that  it  was  fcarcely  requifite 

Camden,  to  bring  back  to  their  Lordfhips'  recolIeSioii  what  ineaforef 
had  preceded  the  late  circumfiance  of  carrying  up  to  Hit 
Royul  Highnefs  the  Prince  of  Wales  therefolotionsofthetwo 
Hcufes.  Upon  fhe  anfwer  of  His  Royal  Highnefs  tolhefe, 
the  Houfc  would}  doubtlefs,  refiedl  with  great  and  univer* 
fnl  fatisfai^ion  !    Every  previous  ftep  was  (b  frefh  in  the  it* 
Qiembrance  of  tbcir  Loidfliips,  that  he  (hould  not  now  tref* 
pafs  upoL  their  patience  by  a  recapitulation  of  their  natore. 
The  next  neceflary  meafure  fell  under  the  fecond  refdution, 
by  which  the  Houle  had  decided,  that  it^was  re^aifite  to  de- 
termine on  the  means  whereby  the  Royal  aflent  might  be 
given  in  Parliament  to  fuch  bills  as  may  have  been  pafied  by 
the  two  HoufeS}  refpefling  tlieexercife  of  the  powers  and  au« 
thorities  of  the  Crown,  in  the^iame  and  on  the  behalf  of  the 
King,  danng  His  Majefty^s  indifpoiition*    The  prefent  point 
in  queftion,  therefore,  was  the  determination  of  the  nature  of 
the  meafure  by  which  His  Majefiy's  Minifters  propofed  to 
carry  thofe  mevns  into  effed,  in  order  to  appoint  and  eleS  ^ 
Regent.     That  explanation  tt  was  his  duty  to  make,  and  be 
begged  to  be  underftood  as  having  undertaken  it,  under  the 
^       impreflion  of  a  thorough  conviAion  that,  amidft  a  choice  of 
evils,  the  means  he  (hould  propofe  appeared  to  him  to  be  leafi 
obje£tionabIe  and  moft  fit  to  be  adopted^  becaufe  the  oioft 
reconcileable  to  the  principles  of  the  Conftitution;  but  that 
what  he  had  to  propofe  he  fubmitted  with  great  deference  to 
their  Lordfliips*  better  judgement.     He  was  open  to  convic- 
tion, and  fhould  be  ready  to  adopt  a  better  mode  of  proceed- 
ing, if  a  better  mode  could  6e  fuggefted.     He  was  aware  that 
the  means  which  had  already  been  more  than  hinted  at  in  d^ 
bate,  and  by  which,  under  the  pra£lice  of  the  fecond  refolu- 
tion,  it  was  intended  to  proceed  to  open  Parliament,  and  to 
refcue  the  two  Houfes  ^bqol  their  prefetit  maimed  and  im- 
perfe£^  ftate,  and  alfo  to  emancipate  the  country  from  the 
miferable  condition  in  which  it  had  fo  loii^  remaitie<li  ^^  ^ 
which  the  people  began  to  feel  the  effeA,  and  to  complain,  ^ 
confidering  themfdves,  in  faA,  deprived  of  any  Govern- 
ment whatever,  bad  been  made  the  fubjeft  of  much  ridicule. 
It  had  been  calfedii  fhanftwn,  a  fiflion,  and  a  variety  of  other 
contemptDOQs  namci :  ii^W#ever^  any  nobfe  Lords  ibouU 

^  object 
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hjeSt  to  the  propofition  which  he  had  to  oflvr,  he  thought  ' 

t  right  to  declare,  that  he  held  it  to  be  their  duty  to  iug» 
;eft  the  mode  of  proceeding  which  they  thought  more  ex- 
pedient, more  wife,  and  more  pradlicable.     The  delav  which 
lad  already  taken  place,  from  various  unavoidable  cafes,  had^         \ 
Q  fome  degree,  wounded  the  public  feelings;  the  people 
vcre  itbpatient,  and  jufll v  fo,  for  a  reAoracion  of  the  Coa- 
titution  to  its  complete  form,  that  of  the  three  Eflates,  from 
he  co-operation  of  which  the  Government  derived  its  ener- 
gy, and  all  its  operations  proceeded  with  vigour  and  with 
inFedt.     In  the  preient  melancholy  fituation  of  affairs,  the  in- 
rapacity  of  His  Majefty  to  exercife  the  Royal  fun£tions  was 
iverely  felt.     It  was  neceflary  that  Parliament  fhould  in- 
:eq)ofe  in  its  authority ;  but  Pariiament  could  not  take  a 
fingle  ft-'p,  circumftanced  as  It  was^  at  prefent;  without  the 
ICing,  It  was  a  mere  lieadlefs  trunk ;  perfeiSlly  inanimate,  and 
incapable  of  acling,  no  legal  ftep  coujd  be  taken  by  the  two 
Houfes,  which  aflfumed  the  charadter,  or  aimed  at  the  efficacy 
of  legiflation,  without  the  King  at  the  head  to  fubftantiate 
the  aft,  and  giVe  it  a  conftitutional  currency.     T^e  King 
muft  be  upon  his  Throne  in  that  Houfe,  or  by  fome  means 
or  other  fignify  his  fandtion  to  their  proceedings,  or,  not- 
withftanding  the  fteps  which  they  had  already  taken,  all  their 
time  would^  have  been  wafted,  and  all  their  pains  thrown 
away.    The  firft  ftep  to  be  taken  was  to  open  the  Parli- 
tnent,  and  to  do  it  by  the  King^s  authority.     The  law  de- 
dared,  that  in  one  mode  or  other  the  King  mud  be  there  to 
enable  them  to  proceed  as  a  legiflative  body.     That  His  Ma- 
i<^fty,  from  his  illnefs,  could  not  attend  perfonal iy,  was  a 
faft  too  well  known  to  be  difputed.     The  next  conuderation^ 
therefore,  was,  by  what  means  the  King  exercifed  his  parli- 
wnentary  prerogative,  when  he  did  not  exercife  it   perfon-^ 
^Uy«    The  legal  and  conftitutional  mode  was,  hy  ifluinc  let- 
ters patent  under  the  great  feal      In  the  prefsnt  dilemma, 
ponfequently,  the  moft  fafe  means  of  opening  the  Parliament 
Was,  by  dired)ing  letters  patent  to  be  iffued  in  the  King's 
name  under  the  great  feal,  authorifing  a  commifljin  to  op'^-n 
Parliament  in  the  name  of  His.  Majefty.     If  there  was  any 
other  mepus,  he  hoped  thofe  who  really  thought   fo  would 
*wve  the  goodnds  and  the  candour  to  fuggeft  them.     He 
''^^ft,  however,  take  the  liberty  of  faying,  that  thofe  who 
treated  the  means  he  (honld  propofe  with  ridicufe,  were  ig- 
norant of  the  laws  of  their  country.     A  fi£^ion  thofe  means 
^ightbe  termed^  but  it  was  a  fidion  admirably  calculated 
^*>  p^eferve  the  conftitution,  and,  by  adoprin/    its  form    to 
fecure  its  fubftance.     This  fidkion,  in  the  firft  'place,  kept 
*he  Throne  entire,  if  the  King  ftiouM  be  living,  but,  in  his 
Wural  cfaaraAer^  incapable  of  exercifing  the  Royal  autho- 

X  a  rity. 
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tity.  Secondly,  no  bills  which  had  not  the  King's  name  at 
the  head  of  it,  and  therefore  purported  to  be  of  Royal  au- 
thority, could  have  a  legal  efFedS^,  a  deficiency  vhich  this 
f.cf^ion  would  ^ure.  Thirdly,  if  a  King  fhould,  for  a  time, 
be  deprived  of  the  power  of  exercillng  his  Royal  preroga- 
tives perfonally,  either  from  not  being  of  age,  or  from  be- 
ing rendered  incapable  of  attending  Parliament,  from  illoefs 
or  any  other  caufe,  on  his  return  to  his  powers  of  a6Uonai 
a  Sovereign,  he  would  fee  that  all  his  prerogatives  had  been 
carefully  prefer ved,  and  that  they  all  flood  minuted  dowa 
upon  record.  A  Sovereign's  fentiments  were  known 
only  by  record,  and  therefore  it  was  abfolutely  neceffary 
to  iiTue  a  commiffion  to  open  the  Parliament ;  and,  if 
that  ground  were  adir.itted  him,  which,  he  conceived, 
could  not  well  be  denied,  by  whom  was  a  commiffion,  fucb 
as  he  had  defcribed,  to  be  directed  ?  Would  it  be  faid, 
that  His  Royal  Highnefs  the  Prince  of  Wales  could  com- 
maiul  the  Lord  Chancellor  to  put  the  great  feal  to  fuch  a 
commiilion  ?  His  Royal  Highnefs  had  not  the  fmallcft  p^^ 
tence  to  affume  fuch  an  authority;  both  Houfes  had  recently 
*  voted  that  the  Prince  had  no  fuch  right.     Would  the  Lord 

Chancellor  bimfelf  venture  to  do  it  t  Undoubtedly  he  would 
not.  The  commiiSon  muft  be  iffuod  by  fome  authority, 
and  being  once  iffued,  with  the  great  feal  annexed  to  it,  it 
muft  enforce  obedience.  If  their  Lordlhips,  or  anyof  thcmi 
thought  the  mode  which  he  meant  to  propofe,  inexpedient, 
they  were  bound  to  fuggeft  fome  other  method  of  doing  it; 
tiind  if  what  they  fuggelled  Ihould  appear  to  be  a  bettermoae, 
he  declared  that  he  for  one  would  be  ready  to  adopt  it.  He 
thought  it  was  in  the  power  of  the  two  Houfes  to  direcltbe 
great  feal  to  be  put  to  the  commiffion,  and  in  their  power 
only.  The  great  feal  was  the  higH  inftrument  by  which  tha 
•  King's  Jiat  could  be  irrevocably  given ;  it  was  the  mouth  ot 
Royal  authority,  the  organ  by  which  the  Sovereign  f|vke 
his  will.  Such  was  its  efficacy  and  its  unqueftionable  au- 
thority, that,  even  if  the  Lord  Chancellor  iliould  put  tlw 
great  feal  by  caprice  to  any  commiffion,  it  could  not  be  af- 
terwards queftioned;  though  a  mifdemeanor  in  efie6l,  yet  Jt 
could  make  letters  patent  of  fuch  validity,  that  the  Judges 
themfelves  could  not  difptte  their  force.  If  an  ad  of  Par- 
liament pafled  by  authority  of  a  commiffion  iffued  under  the 
great  feal,  an3  was  endorfed  with  a  Koi  ie  veutj  it  was  vahu. 
It  muft  he  received  as  a  part  of  the  ftatute  law  of  the  land, 
and  could  not  be  difputed.  The  Lord  Prefident  begged  leave 
to  remind  the  Houfe,  that  they  had  already  gone  fo  far,  that 
they  could  net  go  back ;  they  muft  either  refort  to  the  fic- 
tion which  had  heen  treated  with  fo  much  ridicule  and  con- 

tenapf,  or  they  muft  refort  to  fomething  elfe.    He  was  aware 

of 
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of  the  obferv«|tioii9  that  it  bad  been  a  proceeding  of  barbarout 
days.    Undoubtedly  the  precedent  was'  to  be  looked  for  ia 
the  reign  of  Henry  the  Sixth ;  but  the  Houfe  would  pleafe  to 
recoUe£ty  that  it  was  thofe  barbarous  anceftors  who  made 
the  Coniiitution.    It  was  to  them  that  we  owed  the  com- 
mon law  of  the  land>  which  had  been  handed  down,  from 
fige  to  age,  invariably  from  their  time  to  the  prefent  period* 
it  was  upon  them  that  Lord  Coke  had  founded  himfelf  ta 
every  part  of  his  works.     The  prefent  race,  therefore,  would 
betray  great  ingratitude  if  they  forgot  their  obligations  to 
^he  reign  of  Henry  the  Sixth,  a  reign  in  which,  as  found 
lawyers,  as  able  ftatefmen^  and  as  honeft  magiftrates,  lived 
^  in  any  fubfequent  period  of  our  hiftory.    They  were  not^ 
perhaps,  as  well  read  in  Latin  and  in  Greek,  and  as  much  fa- 
miliarized with  the  luxuries  of  the  prefent  times  as  our  law* 
yers  were;  but  it  was  not,  therefore,  to  be  fuppofed  that  they 
did  not  pofiefs  as  found  underftandings,  were  not  gifted  with 
as  much  good  fenfe,  and  had  not  as  clear  a  conception*of  tho 
4Confiitution,  itsprinciplesiand  thofe  of  the  law,  as  both  then 
flood,  as  any  lawyers  at  any  period.  Than  the  firft  twenty         , 
years  of  Henry  the  Sixth,    there  never  was   a  period  of 
greater  tranquillity  and  peace.     In  illuftration  of  his  argu- 
ment, the  Lord  rrefident  recapitulated  all  the  events,  (fo  - 
often  flated  in  both  Houfes  during  the  difcuffion  on  the  fub* 
je&  of  the  Piegeucy)  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  that  day^ 
furrendering  the  great  feal  into  the  hands  of  the  infant  King, 
its  being  afterwards  taken  by  the  Duke  of  Gloucefter,  and 
Other  great  men,  and  committed  to  the  cuflody  of  the  Maf- 
ter  of  the  Rolls,  who  was  diredled  to  put  the  great  fral  to  a 
variety  of  commifSons,  the  Duke  of  Gloucefler*s  condud^ 
the  mode  in  which  Parliament  aflembled,  and  the  authority 
under  which  it  from  time  to  time  a£Ved,  the  part  taken  by  the 
Duke  of  Bedford.  .  Henry  the  Sixth  was  as  incapable  of  put* 
ting  his  fjgn  manual  to  the  commiflion  for  calling  the  firft 
Parli^^ment  which  affembled  in  his  reign,  or  writing  his  fig- 
nature,  as  His  Majefty  was  at  prefent.     In  conclufion,  tho 
Lord  Prefident  remarked,  that  he  thought  it  fair  to  apprifo 
their  Lordfl^ips,  that,  at  a  fubfequent  opportunity,  when  tho 
bill  appointing  a  Regent  (and  enafling  the  limitations  and 
reftridtions  which  the  Houfe  had  already  agreed  on,  and  had 
communicated  to  His  Royal  Highnefs)  ihou^d  have  gone 
through  all  its  forms  in  the  two  Houfes,  it  would  be  necef* 
fary  to  a£Bx  the  great  feal  to  another  commiflion,  giving  thd 
Royal  aflent  to  fuch  bill.     The  mention  of  this  fecondcom* 
miiEon  brought  him  to  a  renewal  of  his  reafoning  in  proof 
of  the  abfolute  neceility  of  having  recourfe  to  fome  expe«» 
dient  to  open  Parliament;  and  he  declared,  that  fo  tho- 
lovigbly  convinced  was  he  o£  the  neceffity^  that  he  would 

apply 
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apply  the  maxim  on  this  occafion  of  aut  iprvmam  out  fa* 
ciam ;  and  as  a  farther  confirmation,  that  the  means  propofed 
^ere  conilitutional,  he  adverted  to  a  precedent  which  had 
occurred  in  17399  in  the  reign  of  George  the  Second,  when 
Lord  Hardwicke  had  been  Chancellor.  He  well  knew  that 
noble  Lord,  and  a  judge  of  more  pi-udence  and  caution,  and 
at  the  fame  time  of  more  firmnefs,  had  never  exifted.  Lord 
Hardwicke  had  put  the  great  feal  to  two  feparate  commiffions 
in  the  King's  name,  wlien  the  King  was  ill,  and  thought  to 
be  in  danger.  This  circumftance  was  an  argument  ftrongly 
in  favour  of  the  dodlrine  ha  had  laid  down  and  maintained. 
One  great  reafon,  among  others  which  ought  to  weigh  with 
fome  of  their  Lordftiips  in  favour  of  opening  the  Parliament, 
and  paffing  a  Regency  bil',  was  that  if  fucii  a  bill  did  not 
pafs,  the  prefent  Minifters  would  of  necefSty  be  obliged  to 
^  '  retain  their  places,  hecaufe,  without  a  bill,  they  could  not 
poffibly  refign  their  offices.  Earl  Camden  now  moved,  that 
it  was  expedient  and  neceflary,  upon  the  prefent  occafion,  to 
iflue  a  proper  commiifion  for  opening  the  Parliament  under 
the  great  feal. 

1  he  motion  having  been  read,  and  put  from  the  Chair, 
lord  Port-  Lord  Portchifter  remarked,  that,  according  to  his  idea,  tbt 
cMlcr.  fulleft  and  mo(t  pointed  anfwer  to  the  obfervations  of  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  would  be  to  enquire  if  it  were  in« 
difpenfably  neceiTary  to  put  the  great  feal  to  fuch  a  commif- 
fion  as  was  now  propofed,  why  had  not  the  propofition  been 
made  two  months  before?  But  he  would  not  content  himfelf 
with  that  fhort  reply;  the  propofition  was  fo  objedionable, 
that  he  would  juft  ftate  a  few  obfervations  which  occurred  to 
his  mind  concerning  it.  The  two  Houfes  had  been  obvi- 
oufly  mifpending  their  time,  and  drawing  down  ridicule  on 
their  own  authority  by  the  manner  in  which  they  had  pro- 
ceeded* They  had  been  induced  to  refolve,  that  it  was  their 
right  and  their  duty  to  fuppiy  the  defeat  in  the  exercife  of 
the  Royal  authority,  and  now  they  were  told  by  thofe,  who 
had  perfuaded  them  to  vote  fuch  a  refolution,  that  it  was  ne- 
«  cefiary  to  open  the  Parliament,  and  that  a  Regent  could  not 

be  made  but  by  an  a6l  of  Parliament.  Another  refolution 
they  had  voted,  fiated,  that  it  was  with  a  view  to  keep  the 
Royal  authority  whole  and  entire.  And  how  had  that  objeft 
been  fulfilled  ?  By  taking  a  portion  of  the  Royal  authority 
into-their  own  hands,  by  parcelling  out  another  portion  of  it 
to  the  Queen,  and  by  delivering  over  the  remaining  portion 
to  the  Regent,  thereby  enfeebling  and  maiming  the  neceflarv 
powers*  OT  Government,  and  rendering  it  abfolutely  iropot- 
fible  that  the  country  fhould  be  well  governed^  or  governed 
with  any  degree  of  energy  and  vigour.  The  folly  of  this 
fyilem  was.  at  once  inconceivable  and  reprehrnfible  ;  and  it 

appeareili 
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appeared,  that  although  the  perfeAion  of  the  political  capa- 
city of  the  Crown  was  what  the  lawyers  afieded  to  adore» 
and  to  hold  up  as  incapable  of  dirrinution,  yet  in  the  teeth 
of  that  doArine  the  two  Houfes  had  crippled  and  maimed 
that  political  perfedlion  of  the  Crown,  and  were  about  by 
their  mode  of  proceeding,  to  {cbi\   it  down  to  Wcftminfter 
Hallj  not  fuch  a  deity  as  the  lawyers   profeiled  to  worfhip 
and  adore,  hot  an  idol  mangled  and  defaced,  ftript  of  its  pro- 
portions, and  deformed  by  the  hand  of  illegal  innovation  and 
«ncpnftitutioual  violence.     Such  an  a£k  as  they  meant  to 
pafs  would  be  difputed  in  the  courts  of  law,  and  could  there- 
fore anfwer  no  wife  purpofe,   becaufe   it  mud   neceiTarily 
carry  a  forgery  on  the  face  of  it.     In  proof  of  this  dofirine, 
it  was  fufficient  to  refer  to  the  33d  of  Henry  the  Eighth, 
whereby  it  was  declared,  that  to  pafs  a  bill  legally,  the  King 
muft  either  be  prefent  on  the  Throne,  and  fignify  his  con- 
fent  to  the  fame  in  perfon,  or  fignify  it  by  CommilConers, 
authorifed  to  declare  it  under  letters  patent,  fealed  with  the 
King's  fign  manual,  and  fubfcribed  with  his  name  written 
by  his  own  hand.     This  was  clear  and  indifputabie  law,  and 
as  a  proof  of  the  aflertion,  Lord  Portchefter  produced  an4 
read  an  extradl  from  an  a(^  of  the  firft  of  Philip  and  Mary, 
pafled  for  the  purpofe  of  taking  off  the  attainder  of  the  Duke 
of  Norfolk.     He  explained,  that,  during  the  laft  illnefs  of 
Henry  the  Eighth,  while  the  King  was  incapable  of  any  a£l 
of  Royal  authority,  an  afk  was  paiTed  by  the  two  Houfes,  at- 
tainting the  Duke  of  Norfolk ;  which  a6b,  for  .the  reafon 
Hated,  received  the  Royal  allent  by  a  commiflion,  which  was 
ilTued  under  letters  patent,  wanting  the  King's  fign  manual 
and  fignature.    The  a£^  of  Philip  and  Mary  was  a  public 
a£t,  being  declaratory  of  the  law  of  the  land,  and  therefore 
it  was  to  be  relied  on  as  indifputabie  authority.     The  pro- 
pofed  fecond  commiffion,  for  giving  the  Royal  aflent  to  a 
bill,  hv  the  two  Houfes  in  the  King^  name,  was  an  unwar- 
rantable attempt  to  aflume  the  exercife  of  the  Royal  autho- 
rity, and  fomething  worfe  than  nugatory.    Whoever  put 
the  great  feal  to  a  commiffion,  without  the  King's  fpecial 
authority,  would  be  guilty  of  an  illegal  a£t.     The  noble 
and  learned  Lord  had  himfelf  confeiled,  that  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor did  noMare  to  put  the  great  feal  to  fuch  a  commiffion 
of  his  own  accord.    The  noble  and  learned  lord  had  ex« 
preffly  declared,  that  the  Lord  Chancellor  would  not  ven- 
ture to  take  fuch  a  ftep  himfelf*    Recurring  to  the  precedent 
of  the  early  part  of  Henry  the  Sixth's  reign,  Lord  Port  chef- 
ter  remarked,  that  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  had  forgotten 
its  nature*^    It  flated,  that  the  Duke  of  Gloucefter  applied 
to  Parliament,  to  know  what  powers  he  had  in  Parliament'? 
when  the  anfwer  was,  ^<  You  have  no  right  to  interfere,  the 

"  King 
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''  King  being  in  Parliamenti  and  of  years  of  fiuet  difcntiQn!^ 
The  ground  upon  which  the  anfwer  refted  was  the  circum* 
fiance  of  fhe  King  (Henry  the  VI th)  having  been  brought 
down  to  his  Parliament  at  Ax  years  of  age  and  feated  om  his 
throne.  Unlefs  it  was  meant  to  introduce  a  republic,  thft- 
dofirine  laid  down»  tliat  day,  was  the  moft  dangerous  which 
could  be  broached.  There  was  another  mode  of  proceeding, 
which,  although  he  did  not  wholly  approve  it,  was  far  pre- 
ferable to  that  propofed;  and  this  was  to  order  acoramiffioo  a 
to  iiTue  under  the  Great  Seal  appointing  a  Regent,  and  thos,  ^ 
without  delay,  reftore  the  Royal  Authority.  This  mode 
would,  at  leaft,  be  free  from  all  the  other  objedfons  to  which 
the  mode  propofed  would  prove  liable,  it  would  fave  the  Roy- 
al Prerogative  from  being  invaded,  and  keep  the  legiflative 
rights  of  the  Crown  facred.  There  was  an  a£l  on  the  Statute 
Book,  pafled  in  a  reign  many  years  antecedent  to  that  of 
Henry  the  Eighth,  which  ftated  that  there  fhould  be  no  alte* 
ration  of  the  Prerogative.  This  a£l  was  the  z6th  of  Edward 
the  Second.  A  declaration  wasentered  on  the  journals  of  the 
Houfe  of  Commons,  which  expreffly  maintained  the  fame 
do£lrine.  Lord  Portch^der  clofed  his  fpeech  by  remarking 
that  in  fpite  of  the  noble  and  learned  Earl's  effi>rts  to  con- 
vince the  Houfe  of  the  propriety  of  the  meafure  in  queftion, 
he  felt  that  the  end  might  be  more  conftitutionally  attained 
without  it;  and  therefore  he  viewed  it  with  too  much 
indignation  not  to  become  unutterably  determined  to  vote 
againft  its  pafling. 
Earl  Earl  Camden  trufted  fhat  he  fliould  receive  the  forgivenefs 
Camden,  of  the  Committee  if,  Jed  away  by  the  multiplicity  of  impor- 
tant points  which  forced  thcpifelves  upon  his  mind,  he  had 
negleded  to  mention  the  a6ls  of  Parliament  alluded  to  by 
the  noble  lord.  It  really  had  been  his  intention  to  have  ta- 
ken fome  notice  of  them,  but  in  the  courfe  of  his  fpeech  they 
had  efcaped  his  memory.  With  regard  to  the  33d  of  Qenry 
the  Eighth,  upon  which  reliance  had  been  placed,  he  con- 
ceived  that  ftatute  to  be  merely  affirmative^  and  that  the  fole' 
objeft  of  it  was  to  declare^  that  the  King  might  fignify  his 
Royal  aflent  to  a  bill,  by  a  Commiflion,  ifTued  under  the  au- 
thority of  letters  patent,  figned  by  the  King's  fign  manual^ 
and  fubfcribed  with  his  Royal  fignature;  but  it  by  no  means 
warranted  an  inference  that,  therefore,  the  Royal  aflent 
could  not  be  (ignified  by  any  other  means.  With  refpcd  to 
the  precedent  of  the  conduft  purfued  in  regard  to  the  Duke 
of  Gloucefter^s  appeal  to  the  Pailiament,  in  the  early  part  . 
of  the  reign  of  Henry  the  Vlth,  he  felt  himfclf  juftibW  in 
conftruing  that  part  of  it  very  di£ferently  from  the  noble 
Lord.   He  coniidered  the  paflage  of  <<  the  King  being  in  Par- 

<^  liament,  and  of  years  of  meet  dififetion^^^  to  mean^  that  tb0 
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Parliament,  declared  that  when  the  King  was  In  Parliamehty 
and  of  years  of  meet  dlfcretionj  then  the  Duke  of  Gloucefler 
would  have  no  authority  to  interfere  in  Parliament,  other-, 
wife  than  as  an  individual  Peer  of  Parliament.  A  commif- 
fion  pafled  in  the  King's  name,  under  the  Great  Seal,  had  th^ 
fame  force  as  if  the  King  himfelf  had  authorifed  the  a£t 
which  it  tended  to  fan£lion.  A  precedent  dire<Slly  contra- 
diding  the  noble  lord's  inference  had  been  put  into»his  hands 
fince  he  came  into  the  Houfe.  He  could  not  therefore 
vouch  for  its  authority,  although  he  had  no  doubt  that  it 
might  fafely  be  relied  upon.  The  precedent  ftated,  that,  in 
the  28th  of  Elizabeth,  an  zGt  had  pafTed,  by  a  commiflion 
iifued  under  the  Great  Seal,  but  without  the  fign  manual  of 
the  Queen,  or  the  Royal  fignature. 

The  Duke  of  2ork  now  rifing,  obferved,  that  not  having  Duke  of 
received  any  previous  intimation  of  a  defign  to  infert  his     York, 
name  in  the  commilfion,  he  was  of  courfe  prevented  from  « 
embracing  an  earlier  opportunity  to  declare  that  he  could 
not  give  a  fanAion  to  the  proceedings  with  his  name,  not 
wilhing  it  to  ftand  upon  record,  and  be  handed  to  poftcrity, 
as  approving  ef  fuch  a  meafure.     His  opinion  of  the  wholq 
fyfiem  adopted  was  already  known;  he  deemed  the  meafure 
propofed,  as  well  as  every  other  which  had  been  taken,  ref- 
pe£iing  the  fame  fabje6V,  to  be  unconftitutional  and  illegal. 
He,  therefore,  not  only  requefted  that  bis  name  might  be 
left  out  of  the  commiiGon,  but  was  authorifed  to  defire  that 
the  name  of  his  brother,  t(ie  Prince  of  Wales,  might  alfo 
nor  be  inferted. 

Earl  Camden  anfwered  that  he  /hould  not  for  a  moment     Earl 
reiift  the  Royal  Duke's  deftre,  but  readily  agree  to  omit  his  Camden. 
Royal  Highnefs's  name,  and  that  of  His  Koyal  Highnefs 
the  Prince  of  Wales. 

The  Duke  of  C«m*^Aw^/defired  that  his  nnme,  and  that  I^o^<^"ra- 
ef  the  Duke  of  Gloucefter,  might  alfo  be  omitted.  berland. 

Lord  JValJingham  fuggeiled  that  upon  this  occafion  the  re-     Lord 
gukir  parliamentary.modc  of  proceeding  was  that  of  reading  WallGng- 
the  pallageof  the  commiffion  defired  to  be  omitted  and  put-     *^*™* 
ting  the  queftion  "  That  thefe  words  ftand  part  of  the  mo- 
**  tion.**  This  being  admitted  to  be  proper,  he  put  the  quef- 
tion in  form  on  the  paflage  that  defcribed  His  Royal  Highnefs 
the  Prince  of  Wales,  and  declared,  <<  that  the  not  contents 
had  it." 

Lord  FitzwilUam  rofe,  and  remarked  that  if  the  means  Sarl  Fitsi- 
reforted  to  for  leaving  out  His  Royal  Highnefs^s  name  were  william. 
fuffered  to  go  upon  the  joumak,  they  would  convey  a  mark- 
ed difrefpe£t  to  His  Roval  Highnefs. 

1  he  Earl  of  Derby  ^aid  that  he  could  not  avoid  remarking  Earl  •£ 
with  indignation  that  the  prefcnt  diflSculty  arofe  from  the  Derby. 
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rq^rehenBble  cohdnft  of  MiniSers,  Wfib* bid  proceeded  in  all 
fta^;es  of  the  bafinefs  without  plan  or  f3rfieni  of  any  kind 
Whatfoever.  Hts  Royal  Highnefs  the  Duke  of  York  had 
defired  that  neither  his  name,  nor  that  of  the  Prince  of 
Wales  might  ftand  in  the  commii&on,  now  moved  to  be 
iflued  by  the  authority  of  the  two  Houfes,  under  the  Great 
Seal  for  t^iening  the  Parlisuneiit.  It  was  aftonifhing  to  htm 
that  the  noble  and  learned  lord'jfhould  not  have  been  aware 
fp  lately,  as  the  preceding  day,  that  it  was  intended  to  moire 
for  fuch  a  cominiflion.  He  concdved  ft  to  have  been  impol^ 
iible  for  the  nqbk  and  learned  lord  to  have  come  forward  and 
ihted  it  to  that  Houfe  without  having  firft  confalted  Hit 
Royal  Highnefs  the  Prince  of  tVales  upon  the  ftibjeS.  The 
1  noble  and  learned  Lord  had  the  preceding  day  an  opportunicj 

of  communicating  with  His'Royal  Highnefs^  Why  did  he 
not  communicate  the  next  ftep  which  was  to  be  taken  ?  If  the 
noble  ai^  learned  Lord  had  done  thif,  the  Houfe  would  not 
have  been  involved  in  their  pnefent  awkward  and  einharrar- 
fing  ilroation.  The  unneccffary  meafure,  to  which  their 
Lordfhips  were  fo  ftrangely  called  upon  to  give  their  conlenty 
was  one  amongft  numerous  glaring  inftances  of  difrefpeft  to 
the  Prince  of  Wales. 
Earl  Earl  Camden  anfwered  that  it  was  far,  very  far  indeed, 

CamdcD.  from  his  idea,  to  {hew,  by  the  infertion  of  their  names  in 
the  commiflion,  the  leaft  difrefpeS  whatlbevcr  to  the  Prince 
of  Wales,  the  Dukes  of  York,  ofGloucefter,  and  of  Cum- 
berland* It  was  the  ufual  and  uniform  praflice  to  infert  the 
names  of  all  the  Roy<'^l  Family,  who  had  feats  in  that  Houle^ 
in  every  commiflion  which  had  any  relation  to  parliamentary 
tranladions.  To  have  omitted  the  names  of  the  Prince  of 
Wales,  the  Duke  of  York,  and  the  two  other  Royal  Dukes, 
would,  therefore,  have  been  a  marked  difrefpeft  to  Their 
Royal  Highnefles,  'and  would,  with  great  juftice,  have  been 
uiged  as  matter  of  complaint,  and  of  cenfure,  againft  Hif 
Majefty's  Minifters.  The  Lord  PreCdent  added  that  upon 
this  occafion  he  mull  beg  leave  to  trouble  the  Houfe  with 
N  one  or  two  remarks  concerning  a  charge  of  dlfrefpefl  to  Hix 

Royal  Highnefs  the  Prince  of  Wales,  which  had  (he  under- 
fiood)  been  imputed  to  hifn  in  another  place.  No  man  who 
knew  him  would  think  it  poffible,  that,  either  in  the  in- 
ftance  of  the  commiffion  then  before  their  Lordihips,  or  in 
anv  other,  be  could  have  intended  the  flighted  degree  of 
dilrcfpcit  to  His  Royal  Hrghnefs.  He  was  fure  that  be  had 
never  meant  to  run  into  To  unwarrantable  a  prefiimption; 
but,  leaft  of  all  was  it  chargeable  to  him  in  the  inllance  in 
which  it  had  been  imputed  elfewhere :  in  that  of  fummoning 
His  Royal  Highnefs  to  the  Privy  Council  convened  to  en- 
quire into  the  ftate  of  His  Majefty*t  healdi^  prcvioufly  to  tfie 
P^  mcetins 
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neet  ing  of  the  two  Hoiifes  after  their  £rH  ad|oiimaient*  On 
hat  occafiofiy  as  Preiuicnt  of  the  Conncily  he  bad  thought 
t  bis  duly  to  enquire  of  Mn  Falconer,  what  was  the  ufual 
liftin<9io(i  paid  to  the  Royal  Family  in  deliring  their  attend'* 
ince  r  He  had  been  given  to  underiland,  that  the  only  difie^ 
ence  made  between  I'unimoning  the  Royal  Family  and  other 
^rivy  Counfellors  was,  the  enclofing  the  fummonsy  figned 
>y  a  Clerk  of  the  Council^  under  a  cover  and  leaving  it  at 
heir  houfe*  That  did  not  fatisfy  his  mind,  nor  did  he 
hink  it  fa£Bciently  refpetflfal;  he,  therefore,  wrote  His 
loyal  Higlinefs  a  letter,  figned  it,  enclofed  it  in  a  cover, 
ind  tranfmitted  it  to  Lord  Southampton,  at  night,  not  by 
n  ordinary,  but  by  a  fpecial  meOengcr,  deiiring  to  know,  if 
hat  was  the  moft  refpe£lful  mode  of  addreffing  His  Royal 
^ighnefs;  and  the  anfwer  was,  that  it  certainly  was  the 
noil  refpedlfuK  I^ord  Southampton  was  prefent  in  the 
:Ioufe,  and  wou)d  doubtlefs  rife  and  fet  him  right  if  he  had 
niAated  any  particular^  If,  therefore,  it  were  a  fit  fubjefi 
or  boaAing,  he  might  fairly  boaft  of  having  been  }he  firft 
^ord  Prefident  of  the  Council  who  had  diilinguiihed  himfelf 
>y  going  out  of  the  ufual  way  in  order  to  pay  His  Royal 
ijighnefs  more  than  ordinary  refpedl. 

Itarl  Fitzwiiliam  contended  that  the  declaration  of  the  no-*      Surl 
»]e  and  learned  Lord  was  no  proof  that  difrefpe^Sl  hod  no;  been      Fits'* 
hewn  to  the  Prince  of  Wales  in  the  inAance  under  confide-    willias. 
at  ion.     When  it  was  refolved  to  convene  a  Privy  Council, 
-iis  Royal  Highnefs  ought  to  have  been  apprized  that  fuch  a 
lep  was  in  conAderation,  and  it  ought  to  have  been  explained 
o  His  Royal  Highnefs  upon  what  principles  it  was  deemed 
proper.    It  was  in  that  omiffion  that  the  difrefpe£l  conAAed, 
tot  in  the  mode  of  fnmmoning  His  Royal  Highnefs  to  the 
]!ouncil.    In  tlie  prelent  inAance,  His  Majrfty's  MiniAers 
lad  offered  the  Houfc  a  co^miffion,  in  which  His  Royal 
iighnefshad  been  included,  without  his  previous  knowledge. 

Vifcount  Siifrmont  fuggeAed  that  the  Archbifliop  of  Can*  VifcouBt 
erbury  fliould  Aand  as  the  firft  named  commiAioner,  omit-  Stormoat. 
mg  the  whole  fentence  which  preceded  his  Grace.  The  no- 
lle and  learned  lord  had  faid  that  in  all  commiflions  the 
lames  of  the  Royal  Perfonages  Aiould  be  infeited.  Here, 
herefore,  lay  the  miAake.  The  dliFerence  had  not  betw  ob- 
srved  between  the  commiflion  then  propofed,  and  the  com- 
niffion  which  ordinarily  ijTued.  This  difference  was  furely 
nough  to  have  Aarted  a  doubt  in  the  minds  of  His  MajeAy^s 
vliniAers,  and  to  have  induced  them  to  have  alked  previouAy 
rhether  their  Royal  Highnefles  would  or  would  not  have 
hofen  to  have  had  their  names  inferted  in  fuch  a  commifBon. 
Vhen  be  heard  a  noble  and  learned  Lord  claim  merit  for  hav- 
ng  pot  a  fummons  under  a  coyer,  and  fent  it  to  His  Royal 

T  %  Highnefs 
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Highnefs  the  Prinde  of  Wales,  he  could  not  but  queftion 
the  grouind  upon' which  that  claiih  of  merit  refted.  What ! 
wav  it  refpedful  to  His  Royal  Highnefs  when  they  were  to 
difciifs  the  mod  melancholy  fubjedf  which  could  come  unHer 
eonfidemtion,  aaenqQiry  into  the  ftate  of  his  fathei's  health, 
to  omit  cbnfuiting  His  Koyal  Ht^hhefs  whethbf  he  thought 
fuch  a  fubje£t  proper  for  the  difcuffion  of  the  Privy  Couhcil? 
Would  any  one  of  their  Lordfliips  fay  thkt  they  would  not 
have  done  that  for  the  Prhice  of  Wales  which  they  would 
have  done  for  a  comition  individual )'  When  they  were  going 
to  mftitute  an  enquiry  which  concerned  the  Prince  of  Wales 
more  immediately  and  more  peculiarly  than  any  other  indivi- 
dual in  the  kingdom,  would  they  not',  in  decency,  aik,  whe- 
ther His  Royal  Highnefs  bad  any  objeftion  to  fuch  an  en- 
quiry? 
Lord  Lord  Radnor  prefumed  that  it  would  be  oiore  regular  and 

ladnbr.  more  fatisfoftory  to  His  Royal  Highnefs  the  Prince'of  Wales 
and  the  other  Royal  Perfonages,  who  deiired  to  have  their 
names  omitted  in  the  commiffion,  that  the  motion  fliould 
ftaud  as  it  was'  originally  moved,  and  that  they  {hould  annex 
a  note  that  Jiis- Royal  Highnefs  thePukeof  lork  being  pre- 
fent  when  the  faid  motion  was  made,  aiid  exprefling  a  de£re 
that  his  name  and  tbiat  of  Hi^  Royal  Highnefs  tb^  Prince  of 
Wales  be  omitted,  and  His  Royal  Highnefs  the  Duke  of 
Cumbef^d,  being  alfo  prefent,  and  having  exprefied  a  de- 
^re  that  his  name  and  that  of  his  Royal  brother  the  Duke  of 
Gloucefter  be  omitted,  leaVe  was  given  to  omit  the  fame  ac- 
cordingly*. ^  .  . 
Duke  of  *  The  Duke  of  Tork  exprelled  his  concurrence  with  the 
^  York.  prop6fed  amendment,  and  declared;  that  although  he  had  no 
'  '  AmSt  authority  from  his  brother,  the  Prince  of  Wales,  to 
iignify  his  delire,  that  his  name  might  be  omitted  in  the  in- 
tended cotnmiflion,  yet;*  as  His  Royal  Highnefs  and  he  had 
entertained  one  and  tiie  fame  Opinion  refpeAirig  all  the  pro^ 
ceedings  in  this  bufinefs;  and  confidered  the  whole  of  the 
fyftem  adopted  as  unconftitutional  and  illegal,  he  wooQ 
take  upon  himfelf  to  arifwer  for  the  Prince  of  Wales. 

At  length  it  was  fettled  that  the  motion  ihould  ftand  as  it 
did,  and  -that,  when  repbrted  to  the  Houfe,  Lord  Radnor 
'/bouM  then  movd  his  amendment,  th'at  it  might  appear  on  the 

Sumalsthat  it  was  the  defire  of  Their  Royal  Highnefles  the 
uke^of  York  ahd  Cumberland,  being  prefent,  that  their 
^  names,  and  thbfe  of  the  Prince  of  Wales  and  puke  of  Glou- 

cefter were  omitted*  in  the  commiffion; '     '  • ' 
VifcouBt       Vifcount  Stormont  now  deiired  that  he  might  be  permitted 
ttormont.  to  trcfpafs  upon  the  attention  of  their  Ldidmips,  as  he  felt 
bimfelf  under  circumftances  of  peculiar  difficulty  and  em- 

barraflment,  oii  account  of  the  slbfenco  of  tber  tWo  noble  4ml 

I  Iganiid 
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learned  Lords,  whofe  abilities  were  at  all  times  of  the  higheft 
advantage  to  the  Houfe,  but  whofe  profeffional  knowledge 
waSy  upon  a  queftion  of  that  fort,  peculiarly  neceflary.  The 
noble  and  learned  Lord  had  complained  of  delay  ;  he  begged 
^o  afk  the  noble  and  learnedx  Lord,  to  whom  they  ought  to 
afcribe  that  delay  ?  Let  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  [jrove^ 
why  it  was  neceflary  to  difcufs  the  queAion  of  right  before 
they  proceeded  to  make  a  Regent.  Had  not  that  difcuffion 
been  unneceflariJy  obtruded  upon  them,  they  might  have 
made  a  Regent  iix  weeks  before.  With  regard  to  the  two 
commillions  intended  to  be  iflued  under  the  great  feal,  he  had 
a  ftrong  obje£lion  to  both,  but  a  much  flronger  to  the  fe^ 
cond  than  to  the  firft.  The  fecond  he  had  the  authority  of 
the  law  of  the  land  to  pronounce  illegal,  and  the  firft  was 
clearly  informal;  not  that  he  meant  to  rely  much  on  the  in* 
formality  of  the  commiflion  now  propofed;  it  certainly  wag  •• 
not  a  ftrong  ground  of  obje£lion,  becaufe  it  muft  be  admit* 
^  ted,  that  no  mode  of  opening  the  Parliament  could  be 
adopted  that  was  perfectly  free  from  that  objedlion.  The 
noble  and  learned  Lord  had  ftated  33d  of  Henry  the  h  ightli 
to  be  merely  an  affirmative  ftatute.  Let  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  recolledl  a  fubfequent  adt  of  Parliament  which 
had  pafled  in  the  firft  year  of  Philip  and  Mary,  the  objed  of 
which  was  to  take  off  the  attainder  attempted  to  be  pafled  in 
the  laft  year  of  their  predeceflbr  on  the  Duke  of  Norfolk, 
and  which  declared  the  :k&  authorifing  the  attainder  to  be  of 
no  efie£t.  He  produced  what,  he  faid,  he  confidereTl  as  an 
authentic  manuicript  copy  of  tbe  ftatute ;  for  although  it 
was,  to  all  intents  and  purpofes,  a  public  ad,  it  was  moft  un- 
accountably not  to  be  found  among  the  printed  ftatutes.  He 
read  theenaAing  claufe,  and  contended  that  ic  amounted  to 
a  direffc  contradiction  to  the  noble  and  learned  Lord*s  alTer* 
tion,  that  the  33d  of  Henry  the  Eighth  was  merely  an  affir- 
mative ftatute.  Lord  Stormont  adverted  to  thecommiffion, 
which  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  had  informed  them  was 
hereafter  to  be  iflued,  and  which  was,  he  faid,  neither  mor^ 
nor  lefs  than  an  attempt  to  make  an  adt  of  Parliament  by  the 
two  Houfes,  through  the  means  of  the  fiftion,  and  without 
the  a£lual  exercife  of  the  Royal  prerogative.  He  would  a(k 
the  npble  and  learned  Lord  whether,  pro  hac  ^s^ice^  the  nega- 
tive of  the  Crown,  that  eflential  barrier  of  regal  author jty. 
was  not  to  be  fufpended  ?  The  noble  and  learned  Lord  muir 
anfwer  in  the  affirmative,  becaufe  the  Commiffioners  h^d  no 
power  to  diflent  from  the  bill  propofed.  The  fpeech  of  the 
Lord  Chancellor,  on  a  former  occafion,  he  confidered  as  an 
•ncomium  by  anticipation,  a  kind  of  funeral  oration  on  the 
departing  prerogatives  of  the  Crown.  The  plain  fa£k  was, 
that|  by  the  fecond  commiffion  intended  to  be  iflued,  the  two 

Houfes 
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Houfes    afiumed  the  legiflativc  authority   into  their  own 
hands^  in  defiance  of  the  ftatute  of  Henry  the  Eighth ;  in 
^fiance  of  tlie  knovrn  principles  of  the  Conftitution.    It  bad 
been  aflerted,  that  neceflity  warranted  the  mode  of  proceed- 
jrng,  and  that  what  the  neceflity  of  the  cafe  required,  neceffitjf 
julUfied,     He  fubfcribed  fully  tothatdodrine^  but  he  denied 
its  application  in  the  prefeot  inftance,  becaufe  there  were 
other  modes  of  proceeding,  which  might  have  been  reforted 
to,  kfs  objeftionable,  lefs  dangerous,  lefs  nnconftitutional. 
Was  Jihere  not  a  mode  within  their  reach  coniiftent  with  ail 
the  IcmitatioQS }  What  prevented  then^  from  adopting  this 
mode — to  add^fs  the  Prince  of  Wales  to  take  upon  hirothe 
cxercifeof  the  whole  legiflative  authority  of  the  Crown? 
He  reafoned  upon  tbis  proportion,  and  urged  its  expediency 
amd   its  fafety,   repelling  every    fufpicion  that  the  Prince 
would  not  have  fandlioned  a  bill  containing  the  limitations 
and  rellri£tions,  andaiking,  if  it  were  poilibie  to  imagine  His 
Royal  Highnefs  to  have  bren  fo  ill  advifed  as  to  refufe  his 
aflent  to  a  bill,  without  the  pafling  of  which  he  could  not 
have  been  Regent.   It  was  an  unmanly  proceeding  to  aiTume 
the  power  of  the  Crown,  while  it  lay  profirate  at  their  feet. 
Let  the  Committee  recolleft,  that  when  they  were  called 
upon  to  ftrike  at  the  legal,  conft it  utional  right  of  the  Crown, 
the  Crown  was  utterly  incapable  of  defence.     The  proceed- 
ings of  the  two  Houfes  had  tended  more,  within  the  lall 
three  months,  to  introduce  and  fan(^ion  Republican  princi- 
ples, than  they  had  ever  done  iince  he  was  in  the  political 
world.     He  railed  not  at  republican  principles;  he  knew 
that  a  rq)ublic  was  beautiful  in  theory,  but,  in  thenatoreof 
things,  incompatible  with  the  practice  of  our  Coriftitution* 
He  was  not,  however,  fo  ignorant  of  what  pafled  in  his  own 
colintry,  and  in  other,  parts  of  the  world,  but  he  could  per- 
ceive that  republican  principles  made  a  greater  progrefstban 
ever.     A  philofopher  had  exifted,  who  ftated  it  to  be  a  mis- 
fortune, that  Enelifhmen  were  accuftomed  in  their  early 
years  to  claffical  ftudies,  which  were  fuppofed  to  ftrengthen 
yoiyth,  to  be/iefit  our  maturer  years,  and  to  folace  and  fupport 
our  declining  age,  and  thatfuch  a  mode  of  education  prevailed 
in  this  country,  becaufe,  faiJ  the  philofopher,  it  gives  the 
yoting  men  of  England  too  early  a  love  for  republican  prin- 
ciples, and  too  ftrong  an  idea  of  the  independence  of  man. 
The  fyftem  of  Briti(h  education  certainly  produced  the  ef- 
fect complained  of  by  the  philofopher  in  queftion. 

Lord         Lord  Hawkejbury  haying  premifed  that  tlie  noble  Vifcoont, 
lla\vkef-  and  other  noble  Lords,  had  complained  of  the  delay  which 

^*»^J*     occurred  in  the  courfe  of  their  proceedings,  added,  that  this 
delay  undo\)btedly  would  not  have  taken  plac^,  had  not  the 

queftion  of  right  been  ilarted,  which  was  no  fogner  fiarted 

thai 
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than  it  became  abfolutely  neceflary  fdr  th«  two  Houfes  to 
difcufs  and  decide  upon  it.  The  noble  Vifcount  had  talked 
much  of  the  republican  principles,  and  afked  whether  ftu- 
dying  the  authors  of  Greece  and  Rome  did  not  incline  the 
youth  of  this  country  too  much  towards  thofe  principles? 
Hewi(hed  tlie  youth  of  Great  Britain  to  ftudy  theconftitu- 
tion  of  e¥^ery  other  country,  that  they  might  learn  the  de- 
fei5ts  of  each,  and  by  that  means  be  the  better  ennbted  to 
judge  of  and  admitie  the  beauties  and  benefits  of  their  own 
Conftitution.  The  meafure  now  propofed  was  governed  by 
the  neceffity  of  the  cafe,  artd  fo  k  ought  to  be,  but  fure  he 
was  that  it  did  not  exceed  it.  Nec?ffity,  he  was  aware,  was 
generally  deemed  the  tyrant's  plea,  but  that  was  a  pretended^ 
not  a  real  neceffity.  He  declared  that  he  knew  not  where  to 
refort  to  find  a  cafe  like  the  prefent,  or  to  learn  from  pnfl: 
incidents  what  were  the  fteps  which  ouglit  now  to  be  por- 
fucd.  From  the  books  of  Mr.  Jaftice  Forrefcue  and  Mr. 
Juftice  Blackftone,  he  knew  that  the  name  of  a  Regent^  the 
power  of  a  Regent,  and  every  idea  of  limitation  and  reftric- 
tion,  were  wholly  unknown  to  the  common  law  of  thii 
country.  When  he  turned  to  the  Revolution,  which  had,  in 
the  courfe  of  the  debates,  been  quoted  as  a  cafe  fomewhat  iw 
point,  he  fdw  there  was  no  analogy  between  that  cafe  and 
the  prefent ;  the  two  Houfes  of  Convention  had,  at  that 
time,  refolved  to  addrefs  the  Prince  of  Orange  to  take  ti|)Oit 
him  the  fovereign  authority,  on  a  principle  of  neceffity. 
The  Throne  had  then  been  vacant,  the  King^s  political  ca- 
pacity was  gone,  all  the  fnnf^ions  of  government,  in  every 
point  of  view  whatfoever,  were  at  an  end  ;  the  Judges  could 
«iot  fit,  the  Magi ftrates  could  not  aft;  there  was  no  one 
principle  of  government  alive  at  the  time.  At  prefent  tl« 
cafe  was  far  difierent.  The  Throne  was  full,  the  Courts  in 
Weftminfter  Hall  fat,  and  the  Judges  had  adminiftercd  the 
law  for  the  Whole  of  one  term,  and  for  great  part  of  another^ 
With  regard  to  the  objeQions  to  the  prefent  propofal,  as  a 
ftveans  of  opening  Parliament,  let  the  Committee  recolleft 
rtat  there  was  nothing  for  law  to  operate  upon  but  a  mere 
fottn ;  and  if  they  held  the  doiflrine  which  had  been  advanced 
that  day,  they  muft  remain  where  they  were,  without  being 
aWe  to  proceed  to  any  one  aft  of  le^iflattire  whatfoever.  He 
alluded  to  the  doubt  ferioufly  entertained  in  the  reign  of 
Henry  the  Sixth,  whether  Henry  the  Fifth  could  make  a 
will,  and  thereby  appoint  his  fucccflbrs  to  di£rerent  parts  of 
his  dominions.  He  reafoned  upon  that  faft,  and  then  re- 
verted to  our  own  hiftory,  declaring  he  could  trace  two  nte- 
tnotable  iafiances,  in  which  commiiTirins  were  holden,  and 
afts  pafled,  without  the  Rojai'fignature ;  and  thofe  were  the 
^>>^W:«s  referisd  to  by  the  omhlu  and  learned  Lord  who 

cpened 
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opened  the  debate,   and  which  happened  in  the  reigo  ^ 
George  the  Second. 

Eirl  of        The  Earlt  of  Carllflc  having  exprelled  his  aftontfliment  that 

Carliile.  the  noble  Lord  who  fpoke  lafl  fliould  have  defined  the  Hoafe 
to  recolledt,  that  the  delay  complained  of  on  all  fides  of  the 
Houfe,  had  been  occafioned  by  the  queftion  of  right  having 
been  agitated,  declared  that  he  would  not  fuffer  fucb  an  a(- 
fertion  to  pafs,  without  defiring  the  Houfe  to  recoiled,  alfo, 
who  it  was  that  flarted  that  queftion  in  the  mod  unprovoked 
manner.  Let  them  read  the  declaration  of  His  Royal  High- 
nefs  on  that  point,  which  proved  the  difcuifion  of  that  quef- 
tion to  have  been  wholly  unneceflary.  With  regard  to  the 
early  part  of  the  reign  of  Henry  the  Sixth,  the  noble  Lord 
had  not  more  refpe<$  for  that  period  than  he  had ;  but,  let 
their  Lordihips  remember,  that  the  Bifhop  of  Durham,  at 
that  time  Lord  Chancellor,  refigned  the  feal  into  the  hands 
of  the  infant  King,  and  that  the  great  men  of  that  day  dired- 
ed  the  Mailer  of  the  Rolls  to  put  the  great  feal  to  varioas 
commiilions,  and  that  one  fingle  perfon'was  appointed  to  hold 
the  Parliament,  the  Duke  of  Gloucefter,  who  was  the  neareft 
of  kin  of  any  perfon  in  the  realm  to  the  King  ;  and,  bj  the 
fame  mode  of  argument,  the  Prince  of  Wales  was  the  proper 
perfo(i  now  to  be  appointed. to  exercife  the  Royal  authority* 
What  could  be  more  mean  than  the  cowardly  fyftem  of  at* 
tacking  the  Crown  when  it  was  defencelefs,  of  maiming  and 
mutilating  the  prerogatives  of  His  Majefty,  and  cutting  off 
the  hairs  of  his  flrength  while  his  head  lay  in  their  lap.  Such 
a  plan  could  only  be  founded  in  a  low  fufpicion,  that  if  the 
Prince  of  Wales  were  appointed  Regent,  he  would  not  give 
his*aflent  to  the  bill  of  limitations  and  reftri(Sions. 
Lord  Lord  Hawkejbury  explained,  that  the  Duke  of  Gloucefter 

Hawkef*  had  been  named  Protedlor,  in  the  reign  of  Henry  the  Sixt(^, 

bury,     by  the  Parliament,  and  by  a  commiffion  to  which  the  great 

feal  was  affixed  by  their  authority,  and  not  by  that  of  anjr 

other  power# 

Lord  Lord  OJborne  (Marquis  of  Carmarthen)  obferved  that,  un- 

Oiborae.  lefshe  miilook  the  realoning  of  the  noble  Earl  who  fpoke  laft 
but  one,  he  appeared  to  have  ftated^  that  the  queftion  proper 
to  be  adopted  was,  whether  it  was  not  more  ad vifeable  to  zy 
point  one  perfon  to  open  the  Parliament,  than  to  naaieCoic- 
miflioners  for  the  purpofe.  If  he  could  guefs/rom  a  circum- 
ftance  which  had  occurred  in  debate,  rile  difficulty  would 
not  have  been  diminifhed*  No  man  yras  more  ready  than  he 
tvas  to  declare,  that  he  had  not  the  moft  diftant  lofpicioni 
that  if  His  Royal  Highnefs  the  Prince  of  Wales  were,  in  the 
firft  inftahce,  declar^  Regent,  Hi^  Royal  Highnefs  would 
apt  refufe  his  afient  to  a  bill  of  limiutions  and  j^ri&ionson 

bis 


A.  1789.  DEBATES.  177 

his  Regency ;  but  he  could  not  confent  that,  in  a  quedion  of 
that  kind^/the  Houfe  ought  to  be  governed  by  peifonal  con- 
fidence, becaufe,  if  that  were  the  cafe,  the  great  barriers  of 
the  Conftitution  might,  one  day,  be  thrown  down  in  com- 
pliment to  the  perfonal  virtues  of  an  individual.  Some  of 
the  har (her  arguments  of  noble  Lords  who  had  fpoken  againft 
the  queftipn,  for  f(?vcral  of  whom,  tlie  Marquis  decjared,  he 
entertained  great  private  friendlhip,  and  very  fincere  regard, 
he  attributed  rather  to  the  accidental  heat  of  debate,  and 
could  not  regard  them  as  the  ferious  refult  of  their  fober 
judgement.  He  and  his  colleagues  had  been  accufed  of  fa- 
vouring republican  principles,  and  of  curtailing  the  preroga- 
tives of  the  Crown,  in  a  moment  when  the  Crown  was  de- 
fencelefs;  thus  taking  ifd vantage  pi  the  King's  incapacity. 
Thofe  noble  Lords  who  held  this  do£Vrine,  talked  a-;  if  the 
Throne  were  vacant,  as  at  the  time  of  the  Revolution;  a 
diftinflion  which  the  noble  Lord  who  fpoke  laft  had  very 
clearly,  and,  in  his  mind,  unanfwerably,  marked. 

Earl  Fitzwitiiam  obferved,  that  the   two  Houfes  had   re-  ^^^  Fitir 
folved,  that  it  was  their  right  and  duty  to  fupply  the  d~fe£l  william. 
of  theHoyalauthoritv,  and  that  they  immediately  followed 
it   by  refolving,  that  that  defe6l  .could  not  be  fupplied  other-  • 
wife  than  by  authority  of  anafl  of  Parliament  ! 

The  queftion  was  then  put,  and  carried  without  a  divi- 
fion. 

It  was  next  moved,  '^  That  the  refolution  be  immediately 
*'  reported  to  the  Houfe,'*  which  was  done  aa^foon  as  the 
Houfe  was  refumed,  and  the  Houfe  agreed  to  the  refolu- 
tion. 

Lord  Radnor  moved  his  amendment,  which  was  alfo 
voted. 

The  blank  in  the  commrffion  was  then  filled  with  the 
words,  "  Tuefday  the  3d  of  February  ;"  and  the  Houfe 
having  refolved  that  a  conference  be  defired  with  the  Com- 
mons on  Monday,  and  the  faid  refolution  reported  to  them, 
and  their  concurrence  defired,  the  Houfe  adjourned. 

Afonday^   2d  February. 

Earl  Bathurft  appeared  for  the  Lord  Chanctllor,  in  his  , 

abfence. 

A  raeflage  was  fent  to  the  Commons,  defiring  their  at-  . 
tendance  in  the  Painted  Chamber,  for  the  purpofe  of  holding 
a  conference  with  their  Lordfiiips. 

The  Deputy  U  flier  of  the  Black  Rod  foon  afterwards  an- 
nounced the  attendance  of  the  Commons.        ^ 
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The  following  namos  were  then  palled  OYer>  as  a  Commit* 
tee  to  hold  the  conference* 


Marquis  of  Stafford^ 
Earl  of  Pomfreti 
Lord  Sydney, 
Lord  Dover,       ^  j 
Lord  Amherft, 


EarlofOxfor% 
Bifliop  of  Saliibury, 
Bifliop  of  txfter, 
BilhopofSt  David's, 
Lord  Howard  de  W  ai(kn» 


The  conference  being  over,  and  the  Committee  retome^ 
the  Lord  Privy  Seal  reported  the  conference  and  the  Houie 
adjourned* 
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MESSAGE  was  fent  from  the  Common^  defiring  a 
conference,  which  foon  took  place,  when  the  refolution  of 
the  Lords  was  returned,  agreed  to  by  the  Commons. 

A  meSage  was  then  fent  to  the  Commons,  by  the  Gentle* 
man  Uflier  of  the  Black  Rod,  defiring  their  immediate  at-- 
tendance  to  hear  the  commiffiou  read.  The  Lords  Com* 
tnifEoners,  who  fat  in  their  robes  to  receive  the  Commons^ 
were  the  Archbifhop  of  Canterbury,  Earl  Balhurft,  (as 
Speaker,  in  the  abfeace  of  the  Lord  Chancellor)  the  Lord 
Privy  Seal,  the  Marquis  of  Carmarthen,  Lord  Sydney,  and 
the  Lord  Chamberlain  of  the  Houfehold. 

When  the  Speaker  came  to  the  bar  with  the  Commons, 
Earl  Bathurft  ftated,  that  the  illnefs  of  His  Majefty  had 
made  it  neceflary  that  acommlfflon,  in  his  name,  ihould  pafs 
the  great  feal,  and  which  they  would  hear  read. 

The  clerk  read  the  commiffion,  and  having  concluded. 
Earl  Bathurft  addrefled  the  Houfe^  and  ttie  Commons,  s^s 
follows : 

My 


u 
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**  My  Lords,  and  Gentlemen,  ^ 

**  In  purfuanct  of  the  authority  given  ro  us  by  HisMa- 
"  jefty's  commiflion  under  the  great  feal,  which  has  been 
*'  read,  amongft  other  things,  to  declare  the  caufes  of  your 
**  prefent  meeting;  we  have  only  to  call  your  attention  to 
<*  the  melancholy  circumftances  of  His  Majefty*s  illnefs;  in 
^*  confequence  of  which  it  becomes  neceflary  to  provide  for 
<*  the  care  of  His  Majefty's  Royal  perfon,  and  fortheadmi- 
'*  niflration  of  Royal  authority,  during  the  continuance  of 
•'  this  calamity,  in  fuch  manner  as  the  exigency  of  the  cafe 
**  feems  to  require." 

After  the  Commiffioners  were  vnrobed.  Earl  Bathurft  again 
took  the  woolfack,  when  the  uTpal  orders  at  the  opening  of 
the  feiTion  were  moved  and  ordered. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Monday^  ^ih  February* 

Lord  Dover  having  a  petition  from  Warren  Haftings,  Efq. 
defired  that  it  might  be  read  by  the  clerk.  It  was  accord- 
ingly read,  as  follows  : 

**  To  the  Right  Honourable  the.  Lords  Spiritual  and  Tcm- 

^^  poral  in  Parliament  ailembled. 

*<  The  humble  Petition  of  Warren  Haftings,  Efquire,  late 
**  Governor  General  of  Fort  William,  in  Bengal. 

«  Shfeweth, 

**  That  your  petitioner  was  permitted  by  the  honourable 

*'  Houfe  of  Commons  to  appear  before  their  bar,  on  the  24th 

"  of  April,  1786,  to   anfwer  to  certain  charges  which  had 

**  been  preferred  againft  him  in  that  honourable  Houfe.  That 

**  your  petitioner,  on  the  14th  of  May,  1787,  was  impeached 

**  by  the  honourable  Houfe  of  Commons  of  Great  Britain,  at 

*f  the  bar  of  your  Lordfliips*  Houfe,  of  high  crimes  and  mi f- 

**  demeanors — That  your  Lordihips  were  pleafed  to  grant 

**  your  petitioner  a  copy  of  the  articles  of  impeachment,  with 

**  leave  to  anfwer  the  fame. — That  on  the  25th  of  Novera- 

*^  her,  1787,  in   the   following  feffion  of  Parliament,  your 

**  petitioner,  according  to  your  Lord/hips*  order,  did  deliver 

**  in  his  anfwer  to  the  laid  articles,  and  the  13th  of  February,* 

*^  1788,  was  appointed  for  the  commencement  of  his  trial, 

*^  and  it  was  accordingly  commenced  and  continued  by  va- 

"  rious  adjournments,  to  t lie  1 5th  of  June  of  the  fame  year. 

"  That  your  petitioner  conceived  an  abundant  confolation, 

**  when  he  faw  himfelf  brought  before  a  Court,  which  was 

<'  held  in  univerfal  eftimation  the  moft  juft,  as  it  >»as  the 

"  moft  refpeftable,  from  the  high  titles  and  dignit  its,  an<i 

6  ''tlie 
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"  the  noble  characters  of  the  Memticrs  compoling  it :  and 
*^  itnprefled  at  this  time  in  an  equal  degree  with  the  fame 
"  fentimentSy  and  affuring  himfelf,  that  your  Lordfhips  will 
**  favoprably  receive  any  reprefentation  which  he  may  con - 
"  ceive  himfelf  under  the  neceffity  rf  making  to  your  Lord- 
'^  fhipsy  of,  the  hardfhips  which  he  has  fpflained,'  and  may^ 
•*  yet  have  caufe  to  apprehend,  from  the  peculiar  circum- 
**  ftatices  of  the  prefent  trial,  he  humbly  prefumes,  in  this 
**  flage  of  it,  to  ilate  the  fame  to  your  Lordfliips,  and  to  pray 
*^  for  fuch  redrefs  and  relief  in  the  future  procefs  of  it,  as 
"  your  Lordfliips'  wifdom  may  be  able  to  devife,  and  your 
"  juftice  prefcribe. 

**  And  your  petitioner  humbly  begs  lea/etoobferve,  that 
*^  one  year  has  elapfed  fince  the  commencement  of  his  trial ; 
'^  and,  in  that  interval,  feven  noble  Lords,  his  Judges,  have 
"  yielded  to  the  courfe  of  nature;  fomc  of  the  perfons,  whofe 
•*  evidence  was  required  for  his  defence,  have  returned  to 
*^  their  duty  in  India,  and  many  of  thofe  who  remain,  are 
^*  detained,  to  the  injury  of  their  fortunes  and  profpe£ls,  and 
**  to  fome  lofs  of  the  fervice  to  which  they  belong.  That 
*^  your  petitioner  pofTefles  no  means  of  indemnifying  them 
^^  tor  their  detention,  nor  does  he  prefume  to  eiiimate  his 
'^  own  right  at  fo  high  a  price,  as  to  exa£l  from  any  man, 
^*  that  he  fhould  devote  the  prime  feafon  of  his  life  to  in- 
*^  a£tion.  That  fuch  of  the  witnefles  whofe  convenience^ 
^^  may  permit  it,  or  whofe  inclinations  may  prompt  them  to 
^'  remain,  many  muft,  by  death,  or  the  variable  accidents 
^'  of  life,  be  taken  from  him  before  the  time  of  bis  defence. 
*^  That  his  health,  which  a  long  refidence  in  an  ungenial 
^^  climate,  had  impaired,  has  been  precluded  from  receiving 
^^  the  only  remedy  which  a  foreign  air  could  afford  for  its 
'^  reftoration,  and  the  only  palliative  which  a  Aateofeafe 
^'  could  afford  it  at  home;  his  fortune  wailed  in  the  expences 

unavoidably  incident  to   fo  heavy   a  profecution,  and  lus 

perfon  thruft  out  from  it's  place  in  common  fociety  ;  with 
"  other  fufFerings  which,  though  moft  fenfibly  felt  by  him, 
*^  may  not  be  fpeciiied  in  an  addrefs  to  your  Lordfhips. 

**  And  your  petitioner  begs  leave  humbly  to  obferve  to 
"  your  LordHiipSy  that  although  the  profecution  has  yet 
"  been  clofed  upon  two  articles  only  of  his  impeachment, 
",  twenty  articles  were  preferred  agaihft  him  by  tlie  honour-  s 
"  able  Houfe  of  Commons ;  that  thefe  comprifed  in  effedl  all 
"  the  material  tranfaftions,  civil,  political,  military,  reve* 
"  nue,  and  financial  of  a  Government  of  thirteen  years ; 
"  that  a  confiderable  portion  of  this  time  was  a  period  of 
**  great  difficulty,  danger,  and  em))arrafrment,  to  every  de- 
"  pendency  of  the  Britifli  Empire,  and  now  particularly  to 
"  the  extenfive  territories  vvhich  were  under  the  aflual  go- 

"  vernment 
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i         ••  Tcrnmtnt  of  your  pecftioner,  or  which  depended  upon  hii 

•*  exertions  for  fubfiftence  and  relief;  that  your  petitioner 

^  was  therefore. under  the  neceffity,  through  his  Counfel  and 

•*  Solicitors,, of  coUedling  and  collating,  from  the  volumi* 

•*  noas  records  of  the  Eaft-India Company,  the  whole  hiftory 

<*  of  his  public  life^  in  older  to  form  a  complete  drfcnce  to 

•♦  every  allegation  which  the  honourable  Houfc  of  Commons 

^<  has  preferred  againft  hint;  for,  your  petitioner  had  not, 

•*  when  your  Lordfhips  were  pleafed  to  grant  him  a  copy  of 

,  *  the  articles,  neither  has  heiiow,  any  mf^ans  of  knowi-ig 

•*  whether  any,  or  what  articles,  if  any,  were  meant  to  be 

•*  abandoned  by  the  honourable  Houfe  of  Commons.     1  hat 

•*  it  was  not  poffihle  for  your  petitioner  to  be  prepared  with 

•*  the  neccffary  materials  for  fuch  a  de-fence,  without  incur- 

^  ring  a  very  heavy  and  intolerable  expence,  the  fums  which 

,  *<  have   been  a6)ually   paid,  and   for  which  your  petitioner 

^*  flands  indebted,  amounting,  according  to  the  moft  accu- 

•*  rate  eftimate  which  he  could  procure  from  the  heft  aoiho* 

"  rity,  to  upwards  of  thirty  thouland  pounds.     That  this  ii 

••  a  fubjed  of  great  and  ferious  alarm  to  your  petifioner, 

•*  who,  in  the  indefinite  prolpe^l  before  him,  Oes  himfelfin 

•*  danger  of  wanting  the  means  of  defence,  and  even  of  fub- 

•*  .fiftence,  fhould  his  life,  which  is  not  pro*  able,  be  contl- 

•*  n^ed  to  the  clofeof  a  trial,  in  which  \o  fmall  a  progrcf* 

**  has  yet  been  made,  unlefs  your   Lordihips^  wifdom  (hall 

**  enable  you  to  aflR^rd  your  petitioner  that  relief  which  he 

•*  humbly  folicits,  and  confidently  hopes  to  njccive:  That 

•*  your  petitioner,  with  ail  fincerity  of  heart,  craves  leave  to 

'"  aflbreyour  Lord|hip8>  that  he  does  not  prefnme  to  flatehij 

•'  fenfe  di  the  hardfhips  to  which  he  has  been,  and  is  fubjefl- 

**  cd  by  the  pa  ft  events  of  the  trial,  as  matters  of  complafnti 

**  being  fully  pcrfaadetl  that  they  were  unavoidably  incident 

•*  to  the  peculiar  nature  of  fuch  a  trial,  and  to  the  peculiar 

•*  charaSer  and  ciicumflances  of  the  charge  which  was  the 

"  fubjefk  of  it.     That  lie  has  ftated  them  with  no  other  mo- 

"  tive  or  view  than  to  obtain  from  your  Lordfhip«  a  dclivc- 

**  ranee  from  the  dreadful  chance  of  hrs  chara<5ler  being  tranf- 

**  mitted  on  the  records  of  your  Lordfliips'  high  and  auguft 

"  Court,  Wafted  witn  onrcfuted  criminations,  and  an  accc- 

"  leration  of  the  time  in  which  he  may  be  enabled  to  make 

**  his  innocence,  his  integrity,  and  (may  he  be  permitted  in 

**  all  humility  to  add)  his  deferts  apparent  to  your  Lord- 

*«  fliips. 

•*  Your  petitioner  therefore  moft  humbly  prays,  that 
*<  your  Lordfliips  will  be  pieafed  to  order  that  the 
*•  trial  may  proceed,  according  to  your  Lordfhips 
**  order  u|)on  the  l^ft  adjournment,  and  that  it  may 

4<  pc 
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<^  be  continued  to  its  dotty  (if  it  be  poffibte)  without 
''interruption. 

WARREN  HASTINGS. 

London  J  February  ^^   ^789* 

The  Lord  ( hanetlkr  obfenred^  that  as  the  Houfc  wasLd.Chim- 
hin,  and  as  tlieir  I^rdfhips  were  not  generally  informed  ••U*'* 
hat  fiich  a  petition  was  to  be  prefented,  he  would  merely 
n"»ve  that  it  (hould  lie  upon  the  table  in  order  to  be  taken 
nto  confulerarion  on  a  future  day,  when  there  might  be  a 
ull  attendance,  l^e  would  further!  move,  that  the  trial 
hould  he  ad) 'iirned  to  Monday,  not  meaning,  however, 
hat  they  could  proceed  on  that  day.  Their  Lord(hips  would 
ecolleft  that  in  thebft  year  they  had  adjourned  the  trial  du- 
ing  the  term  the  judges  were  upon  their  circuits ;  but  whe- 
her  the  fame  mode  fliouid  be  obferved  at  prefent,  would 
)e  an  obje<5l  for  their  Lordiliips'  determination  when  they 
;ook  the  petition  into  coufideration. 

The  Hoofe  adjourned. 

Wednefday^   I  lib  February. 

The  Marquis  of  Stafford  prefented  a  petition  figned  Dud-  Mir^.  of 
ey  and  Ward  : — it  was  in  behalf  of  the  brother  of  the  late  Stafford. 
Lord  Vifcount  Dudley  and  Ward,  claiming  the  title  as  next 
nale  heir,  his  brother  having  died  without  iffiie*     The  pe- 
:itiori  fet  forth,  that  application  bad  been  made  to   Vi^ 
;ountefs  Dudley  and  Ward,  to  declare  whether  Ihe  was  or 
was  not  pregnant,  to  which  flie  had  refufed  to  give  an  an* 
iwer,  altlK>tiigh  there  was  every  reafon  to  believe  ihe  wa« 
)ot,  merely  from  animofity  to  the  petitioner;  and  that  fhe 
W2$  now  upon  the  eve  of  departing  to  fome  foreign  country; 
t   therefore  prayed  the  interference  of  the  Houfe.     Tne 
Vlarquis  obferved  that  in  the  prefent  inftance  he  intended 
)nly  to  propofe  it  ibould  lay  on  their  Lordlhips'  taUe,  that 
\t  fonie  future  period  it  might  be  referred  to  a  Conmittee  ef 
Pxivilages. 

The  Houfe  adjomnad. 

Fridt^y  lyh  Fikrumry* 

Mr.  Pitt,  attended  by  feveral  other  members,  prefented  a 
iill  *•  To  provide  for  the  care  of  His  Majefty's  Royal  Per* 
^  Ton,  and  for  the  adminififation  of  the  Royal  Autborityt 
'<  during  the  continuance  of  His  Majefty's  illnefs.'' 

The  Lord  Chancellor  brought  up  the  kill,  and  acquatntoi 
the  Houfe  with  the  meflage. 

Lord  Sydnty  now  rofe  and  moved  to  have  it  read  a  firft  •  . 
rime,  which  was  done.  He  neat  moved  to  have  it  printedi  Sjdnr 
prbich  was  aifo  ordered. 

Lord  Sydney  afterwards  gave  notice  that  he  fliouid  on  the 


i84  PARLIAMENTARY        A.1789. 

t 

immedrafeely  enfuing  Monday,  unlefs  fome  fatisfa£lory  rea- 
fon  was  then  given  to  the  contrary,  move  to  have  the  faid 
bill  read  afecond  time. 
/  The  Houfe  adjourned.  ' 

Monday^  16/A  February. 

Lord  Lord  Sydney  moved  that  the  bill  intitled  **  An  aft  to  pro- 

Sydney.  «  vide  for  the  care  of  His  Majefty's  Royal  Perfon,  and  fcr 
"  the  adminiilration  of  the  royal  authority  during  the  con- 
"  tinuance  of  His  Majefty*s  illnefs,'*  be  read  a  fecond  time. 
The  bill  was  accordingly  read  ;*  and  on  the  queftion  beirg 

put,  "  that  this  bill  be  committed," 

The 

*  A  Bill,  intituled  an  A6fc*to  provide  for  the  Circ  of  His  Majcfty'f  Roy- 
al Perfon,  and  for  the  Adrainiftration  of  the  Royal  Authority,  da- 
ring the  Continuance  of  His  Maje(ly*s  Illnefs. 

WHEREAS,  by  rcafon  of  the  fcvcre  indifpoHtipn  with  which  it 
hath  plcafcd  God  to  affii£V  the  King's  moft  Excellent  Majcfty,theper- 
fonal  cxercifc  of  the  royal  authority  by  His  Majefty  is  for  the  prefcnt 
fo  far  interrupted  that  it  becomes  ncceflary  to  make  provifion  for  af- 
fifling  His  Majefty  in  the  admin iftration  and  exercife  of  the  royal  au- 
thority during  the  continuance  of  His  Majcfty's  indifpo^on,  in  fuck 
manner,  and  to  fuch  extent,  as  the  prefcnt  circumftanecs,  and  the  ur- 
gent concerns  of  the  nation^  require ;  be  it  therefore  ena^ed  by  the 
King's  moft  Excellent  Majrlly,  by  and  with  the  advice  and  confcntof 
the  Lords  Spiritual  and  Temporal,  and  Commons,  in  this  prefcnt  Par- 
liament aifemblcd,  and  by  the  authority  of  the  fame,  that  His  Royal 
Highnefs  George  Auguftus  Frederick,  Prince  of  Wales,  (hall  hart 
full  power  g.nd  authority,  in  the  name  and  on  the  behalf  of  His  Ma- 
jcily,  and  under  the  ftileand  title  of  Regent  of  this  kingdomy  to  exer- 
cife and  adminifter,  according  to  the  laws  and  conftitution  of  Great 
Britain,  the  royal  power  and  authority  to  the  Crown  of  Great  Britaia 
belonging,  and  to  ufe,  execute,  and  perform  all  authorities,  preroga- 
tives, a6ls  of  government,  and  adm in i Oration  of  the  fame,  which 
Javvfully  belong  to  the  King  of  this  Realm,  to  ufe,  execute,  and  per- 
form, fubje£l  to  fuch  limitations,  exceptions,  regulations,  and  re- 
firi£bions,  as  are  herein-after  fpecified  and  contained. 

And  be  it  alfo  cna£led  by  the  authority  aforefaid,  that  no  ads  of  re- 
gal  power,  prerogative,  government,  or  adminifiration  of  government, 
of  what  kind  or  natuie  focver,  which  might  lawfully  be  done  or  exe- 
cuted by  the  King's  moft  Excellent  Majefty,  pcrfonally  exercifjng  hi» 
royal  authorily,  ftiall,  during  the  continuance  of  the  Regency  by  ihli 
s6V  eftabliihcd,  be  valid  and  efic^lual,  unlefs  done  and  ^ecuted  in  the 
jiame,  and  on  ihe  behalf,  of  His  Majefty,  by  the  authority  of  the  {v<i 
Regent,  according  to  the  proviHons  of  this  a£t,  and  fubje£^  to  the  limi* 
tations,  exceptions,  regulations,  and  reftriftions,  herein  contained. 

And  be  it  further  ena£led  by  the  authority  aforefaid,  that  the  faid 

Regtnt  before  he  fliall  a£l,  or  enter  upon  his  fiiid  office  of  Regent,  ihall 

^k^  the  following  oath  of  of&ce  : 

*  .  .'IPO 
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The  Duke  of  Graftoftj  rifing,  obferved  that  his  emharraf-  Duke  of 
ment  was  rather  of  a  painful  nature  in  confequence  of  his  de-  Grafton, 
livering  his  fentiments  thus  late,  and  for  the  firft  time,  con- 
^rDing^  bill  of  fo  much  critical  importance,  the  chief  part» 

of 

M  I  Do  foltmnly  promi(c  and  fwear,  thpt  I  will  truly  and  faithfully 

*  execute  the  office  of  Regent  of  the  kingdom  ^f  Great  Britain,  ac- 
'  cording  to  an  a^  of  Parliaipent  palTed  in  fhe  t\vency-ninth  year  of 
'  tke  reign  of  Hi\  MajeAy  King  George  the  Third,  intituled.  An. 
'  a£^  to  provide  for  the  care  of  His  Majefiy's  royal  pcr(bn|  and' for  the 
^  adminiftration  of  the  royal  authority  during  the  continuance  of  His 

*  Majefty's  illnefi ;  and  that  1  will  adminifter,  according  to  law,  the 

*  power  and  authority  veiled  in  me  by  virtue  of  the  iaid  a£^,  and  will^ 

*  in  all  things,  to  the  utmoft  of  my  power  and  abiliry,  confult  and 
•'  maintain  the  Ta^ty,  hgnour,  and  dignity  of  Hi$  Majci];y,  and  thi^ 
f  welfare  of  {lis  people* 

V  So  help  mc  GOD.'' 

^hich  oath  (ball  be  taken  before  His  Majeflyfs  mod  honourable  Privy 
Council,  who  are  hereby  required  and  empowered  to  adminiller  the 
ame,  and  to  enter  the  fame  in  the  books  of  the  (aid  Privy  Council. 

And  be  it  further  enacted  by  the  authority  aforef^id,  that  the  faid" 
ilegent  (hall  be  dcepied  and  tak^n  to  be  a  perfon  having,  and  executing 
in  ofEce  and  place  of  truft  within  England,  and  (hall  take  and  fubfcribe 
\ich  oathsy  and  make  and  fubfcribe  fuch  declaration,  and  do  all  fuch 
^s  as  are  required  by  the  laws  and  Aatutes  of  this  kingdom  (o  qualify. 
serfons  to  hold  offices  and  places  of  truft,  and  to  continue  in  the  famcy 
n  fuch  manner,  as  in,  and  by  the  faid  laws  and  /latutes  are  required, 
ind  under  fuch  pains,  penalties,  forfeitures,  and  difabiJities,  as  are 
herciil  and  thereby  appointed  and  ordained. 

And  be  it  alfo  cna£Ved  by  the  authority  aforefaid,  that  it  (hall  bo 
awful  for  the  faid  Regent  to  take  and  fubfcribe  fuch  oaths,  ai^d  mak9 
nd  fubfcribe  fuch  declaration,  in,  and  before  His  Majefty*s  rood  ho<« 
kourable  Privy  Council  \  and  that  the  certificate  o(  his  having  receive4 
he  facrameot  of  the  Lord's  Supper  in  any  of  the  royal  chapels  figned 
»y  the  perfon  adminiftering  the  fame,  ihall  be  regiilered  in  the  booka 
f  the  faid  mod  honourable  Privy  Council  \  and  that  fuch  taking  and 
Libfciibing  the  fatd  oaths,  and  making  and  fubfcribing  the  faid  decla* 
ation,  and  taking  the  facramcnt  of  the  Lord's  Supper  as  aforeiaidy 
iialt  be,  to  all  intents  and  purpofes,  as  eie^ual  as  if  the  fame  had  beeii 
efpc£kively  taken,  made,  and  fubfcribed  in  the  manner  now  requi|*e4 
y  law  for  the  qualiEcation  of  perfonsto  hold  offices  acd  places  of  trud, 
nd  to  continue  in  the  fame* 

Ani  be  it  enabled  by  the  authority  aforefaid,  that  nothing  in  this 
£k  contained  ihall  extend,  or  be  cooftrued  to  extend,  to  impower  th^ 
lid  Regent,  in  the  name,  aad  on  (he  behalf  of  His  Majefty,  to  giv^ 
le  royal  aflcnt  to  any  bill  or  bills  in  Parliament,  for  repealing,  chan<<i 
ing,  or  in  any-refpe^t  yarying. the  order  fod  courfe  of  fucceiTion  to. 
ne  Crown  of  this  realm,  as  the  fame  ftands  now  ef^ablifhed  in  tbe  iU 
iftrious  Houfe  of  Hanover,  by  aa  ad,  palled  in  the  twelfth  year  of 
le  reign^of  King  William  the  Third,  intituled.  An  aA  for  thefur^ 
ler  limitation  <{f  tbe  Crown,  and  better  fecuring  the  ri|^ti  apd  liher* 
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of  the  ground*  work  of  which  had  undergone  fo  large  a  dlf- 
cuflion  in  both  Houfes  of  Parliament,  that  many  of  their 
Lordfhips  had  declared  their  opinions  upon  the  fubje<^}  and, 
perhaps,  moA  of  them  hail  faudltooed  tbofe  opinions  by  their 

votes: 

tiet  of  the  fubjc^k ;  or  to  wy  lEt  for  rep«aliiig  or  altering  (he  ad,  made 
io  the  thirteenth  year  of  the  reign  of  King  Charles  the  Second,  intitu- 
Udf  A^  ^€t  for  the  «Diformity  of  public  prayers  and  adminiftration  of 

iacramcnrs,  and  other  ri»es  and  ceremoniest  and  f^r  e^ablilh^Dg  thi 
prm  of  inel;i|ig»  ordaSniog,  and  coafecrating  Bt(bopi>  Pricfts,  and 
DcacopSy  in  the  church  of  £ngland ;  or  the  aft  of  the  fifth  year  of  tiii 
reign  of  Queen  A  nine ,  made  in  Scjtiapd>  intituled.  An  aS  for  fcca- 
ring  the  Protefl^nt  religion,  and  Pre(byterian  church  goveronicnr. 

Provided  alfo,  and  be  it  cnafted  by  the  authority  afurcfaid,  that  if 
l^is  (aid  Royal  Uighneft  George  AugV^u^  Frederick.*  Prince  of  Walei, 
ihall  not  continue  to  be  refidcnt  in  Great  Britaiq,  or  QiaiiB  at  any  tune, 
marry  a  Papift,  (hen,  and  in  either  of  fuch  cafec,  all  the  powers  ao4 
authorities  vcftcd  in  His  faid  Royal  Highncfii,  ^y  virt.ue  of  this  a^^ 
ihall  ccBfe  and  deteriTiine. 
'  «  Provided  always,  and  be  it  enabled  by  the  authority  aforefaid,  that 
'  His  Royal  Highnefs  fiiall  not  have,  or  exercife  any  povixr  or  autboritf 

to  grant,  in  the  name  and  on  the  behalf  of  His  Majcfty,  any  rank, 
title,  or  dignity,  of  the  peerage  of  thi^  realm,  by  letters  patent,  writ 
of  furomons,  or  in  any  other  manner  whatever,  or  to  lummoo  any 
perfon  co  the  Houfe  of  Lords  by  any  title  to  which  fuch  pcrfun  fhall  be 
the  Heir  Apparent^  or  to  appoint  any  fuch  rank,  title,  or  dignity,  which 
now  is,  OF  hercfificr  (hall  be|  in  abeyt^ncet  to  ^nv  of  (he  ^hfiri 
tfhorcof. 

Provided  neverthelefs,  and  be  it  enafbed,  that  it  (hall  be  lawful  for 
His  faid  Royal  Highnefs  to  grant,  in  tlie  name  and  on  the  behalf  of 
1-Iis  Majeily,  any  rank,  title,  ordignitVf  of  the  peerage  of  this  realm, 
to  fuch  of  His  Majedy'fi  royal  iflue  as  fhalihav^  attauud  the  full  age 
of  twenty  one  years. 

Provided  alfo,  and  be  it  ena£^ed  by  the  authority  aforefaid,  that  the 
faid  Regent  (hall  not  have  power  or  ai(thori:y  to  grant,  m  the  name  and 
on  the  behalf  of  His  Majedy,  any  office  or  employment  whatever  in  re> 
rcr(ion,  or  to  grant  for  any  longer  term  than  during  His  ^lajeftj't 
pleafure,  any  oifice,  employment,  faldry,  or  pen  (ion,  whatever;  fare 
only  that  it  ihall  be  lawful  for  the  fa^d  Regent  to  grant,  in  the  name 
and  on  the  behalf  of  His  Majefty,  all  fuch  offices  and  employroenn  ia 
pnfleiTion,  for  the  term  of  the  natural'  life,  or  during  the  good  beha- 
viour, of  the  grantee  or  grantees  thereof  refpe€livety,  as  by  law  pdu)1 
be  fo  granted.    - 

And  be  it  fuither<«iaAed  by  the  authority  a forefa id,  that  the  faid 
Regent  (hall  not  have  pouer,  in  the  name  and  on  the  behalf  of  Hif 
Majcily,  CO  make  at^y  gift>  grant,  alicAatlon,  leaie,  or  other  aiTutancd 
|o  any  perfon  or  perfon s,  bo^y  politic^  or  corporate,  whatevert  under 
the  Great  Seal  of  Great  Qritaip^  Exchequer  feal,  (bals  of  the  Duchy 
or  County  Palatine  of  LancaAer,  or  any  of  «liem,  or  by  copy  of  eourt 
roll,  or  otherwife^  ^  any  manors,  mefluages,  lands,  ten^raefltii 
rcnUf  tythea^  woods,  or  other  hereditaments,  now  belonging  or  here- 
after to  belong  to  His  Majeliy^  or  to  any  pcrioo  or  j^erfons  in  truii 


A.  i>89-  DEBATE 

Votes;  but  anxious  as  he  felt  to  avoid  r 
when  the  propenfily  to  mifreprefent  was 
might  almoft  fay  fo  irredflibley  that  even  v 
him  to  hare  originated  in  the  beft  and  pu: 


for   His  Majefty,  in  poffeflion,  rcverlion,  refniiii!i 
tiDcy^  ^vhcther  tke  fame  be,  or  (^all  be,  id  righ 
Great  Dntain,  or  as  part  of  the  Principality  of  Wa 
or  County  Palatine  of  Lancader,  or  ocherwif^  hov 
eilate  or  intcrcft  whatfoever,  in  law  or  equity,  fh  i 
His   Majefiy;  but  that  every  fuch    gift,  granr,  i 
other   aflurance,  «ihall   be   hull  and   void,  withe 
fcire  facias^  or  other  proceeding,  to  determine  and  i 
vnlefs  fuch  grant,  Icafe,  or  aflfu ranee,  (hall  be  nt;  i 
nements,  and  hereditaments,  and  nobe  other,  as  1 1 
mifed  within  the  fpace  of  teti  years  laft  pail,  or  j  i 
renewing  of  any  grant,  teafe,  or  Oihef  alTurance, 
lands,  tenements,  or  hereditaments  aforefaid,  ac  i 
provilions,  regulations,  and  reftri^ions,  of  an  :  I 
year  of  the  reign  of  Queen  Anne^  iniituleif.  An  ;  I 
port  of  Her  Majcfty*s  houfehold,  and  of  thit  h 
the  Crown  :  Fl-ovided  aUays  that  this  aft,  or  £ 
tained,  (Iidll    not  extend  to  difable  the  fard  Regc  i 
or  reftirution  of  any  eftate  or  eftates  hereafter  tt 
treafon  or  felony  whatever ;  or  to  difable  the  faid  I 
mifc,  or  afUgn  any  lands,  tenements,  or  heVed   ! 
be  feized  or  taken  into  His  Majeflv's  hantfs  u'   i 
the  fuit  of  His  Majcfty  or  his  fubjefts^  in  fuel   i 
ufual ;  or  any  eflate  whatever,  which  is,  br  Iha' 
-or  taken  in  execution,  for  any  debt  owing>  o^  to    \ 
IIS  the  faid  Regent,  on  the  bdifllf  of  His  Majef 
to  make  any  grants  <yc  admittances,  which  t>f  ris    i 
be  made,  of  any  copyhold  or  cudomary  lands,  t 
ments,  parcel  of  any  manor  or  minors  of  His  N    j 
And  be  it  alfo  enabled  by  thv  authority  a    i 
l^egent  Iball  not  haVe  power  to  grant  or  altenar 
foiral  efiate  to  His  Majffty  belonginc:,  bot  th 
lilienation  (hall  be  void  and  of  nt^ne  effeft.    Pre 
Aft,  or  any  thing  therein  contained,  (btll  noi 
faid  Regent  from   exertifing,  in  the  name  an     i 
Majefty,  all  ?ind  every  the  rights,  privileges,  pc 
over  the  fmall  branches  bf  His  Majelly's  bcredi 
ter  mentioned;  that  is  to  fiiy,  the  monies  arifi 
covenant,  or  writs   of  entry,  payable    in  th« 
)nonies  ariling  by  the  poft  Bnes;  the  monies  ai 
fers,  and  compolitions  in  the  Exchequer,  an< 
mnd  uncuftomed  goods,  in  like  manner  as  tl 
His  Majefty,  by  virtue  of  a:n  aft,  made  and 
^f  His  Majcfty't  reign,  intituled,-  An  aft  for 
)cfty's  houfehold,  and  of  the  honour  and  d 
trrcat  Britain ;  or  to  difable  the  faid  Regent         i 
liiikg^  or  pardoning,  in  the  nam«  and  on  the 


been  in  «  moft  exCraordiuarynianner  imputed  to  the  woril 
stnd  the  moft  iinider;  and,  fearful  as  he  was,  left  it  fliould 
not  be  thought  that  the  whole  of  the  fyftem  of  meafure^ 
which  had  been  purfued  in  the  difficult  and  iingulaf  firtoation 

in 
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^ny  penalty  or  forfeiture  incurrfed,  or  to  be  incurred^  of  any  fii9,  « 

fums  of  money  tecomc,  or  vvhich  fhall  becomei  duepr  forfeited  to  His 

IVfajefty,  which  by  law  may  be   remitted,  mitigated,  or  pardoned  t 

Provided  alfo,  that  this  a£V,  or  any  thing  therein  contained »  ihall  not 

difablc  the  faid  Regent  from  iiTuing  and  applying  all  fuch  monies  as  nov 

are,  or  fhall  be,  applicable  to  the  civil  government  oJF  the  realm,  by 

virtue  of  any  a£t  or  a£Vs  of  Parliament  made,  or  to  be  made. 

And  be  it  ena6^ed  by  the  authority  aforefaid,  that  the  feveral  letters 
patent,  letters  of  Privy  Seal,  end  all  other  lawful  authorities,  of  whaf 
nature  or  kind  foever,  which  have  been  granted  or  iffued  by  His  Ma- 
jcfty,  by  virtue  whereof  any  payments  of  any  fum  or  fums  of'rooncy^' 
are  dire6Ved  to  be  made  out  of  the  monies  applicable  to  the  ofe  of  His 
jMaje(ly*s  civil  government,  for  the  ufe  of  the  Queen's  moft  Eiceileni 
Majefty,  or  for  the  ufe  of  any  of  the  branches  of  His  Majefty's  Royal 
family,  ihall  continue  to  be,  and  the  fame  are  hereby  ena£ted  to  con- 
tinue to  be  of  full  force  and  cfFc6t  refpefiively,  during  the. continuance 
of  the  Regency  by  this  a6l  eftabliflxcd  ;  and  that  warrants  fcaii  be  iffiied 
by  the  Lord  High  Treafurer^  or  Lords  Coromiflioners  of  the  TrcafurjrJ 
for  the  payment  of  the  fevcral  fums  therein  refpc£tirely  'contained, 
nhich  warrants  tlic  faid  Lord  High  Trcafurcr,  or  Lords  Commiffioncrt 
of  the  Trcafury,  are  hereby  rcfpc£tively  required  to  ilTue  at  the  ufual 
and  accuilomcd  timesj  and  in  the  ufual. and  accuilomed  manner. 

And  be  It  further  eua£^ed  by  the  authority  aforefdid,  that  the.  Lord 
High  Treafurcr,  or  the  Lords  Comihiflioncrs  of  the  Trcafury,  feall 
from  time  to  time  dirc£l  fo  ihuch  of  ;hc  monies  of  the  civil  lift  rcvenuti 
to  be  ilTuecf  at  the  receipt  of  the  Exchequer,  as  fhall  bt  fuffictent  to  pay 
the  whole  of  ihc  cxpences  incurred  in  each  quarter,  in  the  fevcral  dt* 
partments  of  His  Majefty's  household,  in  the  fame  order,  and  in  like 
manner  as  is  dircftcd  by  an  adl,  made  in  the  twenty-fecood  year  of  Hn 
Majefty's  reign,  intituled,  An  ad  for  enabling  His  Majefty  to  difcbarge 
the  debt  contradcd  upon  liis  civil  lift  rev-Cnues,  and  for  preventing  the 
.famt:  from  bting  in  arrear  for  the  future,  by  regulating  the  mode  of 
.payments  out  of  the  faid  revenues,  and  by  fuppreiiing  or  regulating  cer- 
tain offices  therein  mentioned,  which  are  now  paid  out  of  the  revenues 
of  the  civil  lift  j  provided  that  the  whole  amount  of  fuch  expcnces,  at 
the  end  of  each  quarter,  fhall  not  exceed  by  more  than  three  thoufaod 
pounds,  the  amount  of  the  cxpences  of  the  (aid  depirtmcnts  at  the  end 
of  the  corrcfponding  quarter  in  thic  year  one  thoufand  feven  hundred 
and  eighty-eight,  and  that  the  whole  of  the  cjtpence  of  any  one  year, 
from  the  fifth  day  of  January  to  the  fifth  day  of  January  in  the  fucceed- 
ing  year,  fliall  not  exceed  |;be  whole  expcnce  of  the  faid  departments  in 
the  year  ending  on  the  fif|^^day  of  January  one  thoufand  feven. huudred 
and  eighty- nine. 

Provided  always,  and  be  it  'ena£^cd  by  the  authority  aforefaid,  that 

it  fhall  and  may  be  lawful  for  the  faid  Regent,  in  the  name  and  on  the 

.  behalf  of  His  Majefty,  to  make  any  fuch  grantor  gcantsof,  or  charge 

or  charges  upon,  the  fevcral  and  rclpcftive  duties  and  revenues  whicn 

ate 


i.  ijgg*  6    E    fi    A    T    E    S,  :^«9 

n  which  the  nation  bad  found  Itfelf  involved  in  con(equenc« 
)f  His  Majefty's  unfortunate  illnefs^  niet  with  his  entire  and 
learty  concurrence,  he  could  ^  not  refift  feizing  upon  that 
ingle  oppoxtanity  of  doing  that,  which  he  had  been  again 

and 

rre  payable  to  His  Ma)e(ly  in  that  psirtof  Oreat'firitain  Called  ficotU&d^ 
s  His  Majefty  can  now  lawfully  make  of  fuch  duties  and  revenues  $ 
ave  and  xxcept,  that  it  (hall  not  be  lawful  for  the  faid  Regent  to  make 
my  grant  or  grants  thereof,  or  charge  9r  charges  thereupon,  in  tlkt 
lamc  and  on  the  behalf  of  His  Majeily,  for  any  iengcr  time  or  terni 
han  during  the  pleafure  of  His  Majefty. 

And.be  it  further  etia£ked  by  the  authority  Aforeiatdy  that  the  Lord 
^igh  Trcafurer,  or  Lords  Commiflioners  of  the  Treafury,  (hall  di- 
e6l,  and  they  are  hereby  required  annually  tadiied,  on  or  before  th€ 
wenty^fevenih  day  of  April,  the  fum  of  llzty  thoulknd  pounds,  to  bd 
filled  out  of  the  monies  of  the  civil  \\(t  revenue,  to  the  keeper  of  Hit 
Vlajefty's  privy  purfe  for  the  time  being ;  and  that  the  faid  keeper 
»f  His  Majefty's  privy  purfe  (hall  be,  and  he  is  hereby  authorifed  and 
lire^ed,  during  the  continuance  of  the  Regency  by  this  a€t  eflabliflied, 
o  ifiue  and  Ipply  the  fum  of  twelve  thoufand  pounds  in  the  year,  in 
bch  yearly,  half-yearly,  or  quarterly  paynlkents,  to  fuch  perfons,  and 
n  fuch  manner,  as  he  has  ilTued  and  applied  the  JTame  by  the  authority 
ind  dire£^ion  of  His  Majclly  \  and  thai  he  fiiall  pay,  and  he  is  hereby 
luthorifed  and  directed  to  pay,  the  fum  of  one  thoufand  pounds  at  the 
rxpiracion  of  each  and  every  quarter^  ro  fuch  perfon  as  Her  moft  Elcel* 
ent  Majefty  the  Queen  (hall,  by  An  inftrmnent  (igned  and  fealed  by 
ffer  Majefly,  authorife  and  dire£^  to  receive  the  fame,  to  be  by  Heir 
Vlajefty's  direction  applied  in  fuch  gifts,  charities;  and  allowances,  ai 
hier  Majefiy  may  judge  the  fame  would  have  been  applied  to  by  Hi* 
Vfajefty,  and  that  the  remainder  of  the  aforefaid  fnm  ihall  be  invefted 
>y  the  faid  keeper  bf  His  Majcfiy's  priVy  purfe  in  fome  of  the  public 
'unds  of  government  fecuritics,  in  the  nkme  of  the  keeper  of  His  Ma* 
efty's  privy  )?urfe,  fbr  the  time  beings  in  truft  fol*  Ht<  Maiefty ;  and 
hat  the  net  furplus  of  the  revenues  of  the  Duchy  and  County  Palatine 
)f  Laneafter  ihall  be  from  time  to  titne  paid,  under  the  order  of  the 
Chancellor  and  council  of  ttie  faid  Duchy^  into  the  hands  of  theiteeper 
>f  His  Majcdy's  privy  purfe,  whofe  receipt  ihall  be  .a  fufficient  dif- 
rbarge  for  the  fame,  and  (hall  by  him  be  invefted  in  fome  of  the  public 
'unds  or  government  fecurities,  in  manner  aforefaid;  and  thfttJhe.Go- 
pernor  and  Company  of  the  Bank  of  England  ihall  place  the  faid  feveral 
urns  on  an  account,  to  be  raifed  in  the  books  of  the  faid. Govcrtiot* and 
[Company,  intituled,  The  account  of  the  kcepei:  bf  His  Majefty's 
3rivy  purfe  ;  and  that  upon  the  death,  refignation,  or  removal,  of  the 
;>refent  and  every  other  keeper  of  His  Majefty's  privy  purfe,  hereafter 
o  be  appointed,  all  and  every  the  faid  ftock  or  ftocks,  and  fum  or  Qxms 
)f  money  ariftng  from  the  dividends  which  (hall  accrue  thereon,  ibail 
m  mediately  veil  in  the  fucceifor  of  the  prefent  or  any  future  keeper  of 
His  Majefty's  privy  purfe  refpeflively ;  and  the  keeper  of  His  Majefty's 
ir'wy  purfe  for  the  time  being  is  hereby  required  to  lay  out  and  inveft 
he  dividends,  (n  accruing  as  aforefaid,  from  time  to  time,  in  the  pur*- 
:hafe  of  other  ftocks  and  fecurities  on  the  like  account,  and.  that  the 
weeper  of  His  Majefty*s  privy  purfe  for  thctime  being  ./hall,  from  ' 

time 
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ahcJ  again  prevented  from  eieecatJng,  by  repeated  fit*  of  ill^ 
nefs,  and  of  delivering  his  fenfiment^  on  th^  principfe  of  the 
hill  then  qnder  confideration.  Acciiftomed  as  he  had  been, 
for  many  years  back|  to  tifouble  therr  Lordfliips  on  alrooft 

every 

lime  to  timl^i  iexecute  declarations  of  truft  of  all  (tich. funds  and  fccum 
ties,  declaring  that  the  fame  are  held  in  truft  for  His  Majeftj  by  inftni- 
ments  to  be  executed  under  hi»  hand  and  feal,  to  be  dcpofited  ^iiZi 
Her  Majefty, 

Provided  ahvays,  and  be  it  enaSed  by  the  auchoftcy  Bforefaiif^ 
that  the  faid  keeper  of  His  MajeKy's  priry  purfe  (ball,  on  or  before  the 
twenty -fcvcnth  day  of  April,  ohe  thoufand  feren  hundred  and>  ninety, 
anYl  on  or  before  the  twenty* fcventh  day  of  April  lAe^ry  fucceeding 
year,  durihg  the  continuance  of  this  sCt,  take  an  oath  before  the  Baroni 
of  the  £zchequer|  or  one  of  thei]n>  in  the  form  fbllowing : 

*'  Ii  A.  B.»  do  fwear^  tbat^  according  to  the  be(i  of  my  knowledgti 
**  belief,  or  information,  no  part  oiT  the  money  which  has  been  iffatd 
•*  to  me  for  the  fcrvice  of  His  MajeJf^y^  privy  purfe,  by  virtue  of  an  aft, 
"intituled,  An  a£t  to  provide  for  the  care  of  His  Majefty's  Royal 
"  perfon,  and  for  the  adminiftratidn  of  the  Royal  authority,  during 
"  the  continuance  of  His  Majefly's  illnefsl  between  the 
"  day  of  and  th«  day  of  has  beet 

*'  applied,  dire£^ly  or  indirc£^Iy,  for  the  benefit,  ufe^  olr  behoof,  of 
**  any  member  of  the  Houfeof  Commons,  or,  fofarkS  I  am  concerned, 
.  <<  applicable,  dire£lly  or  indireftly,  to  the  purpofe  of  fupporting  or 
"  procuring  an  intereit  in  any  place  returning  itienibers  to  Parlia* 
*'  mcntk    . 

»•  So  help  me  00 D." 

And  whcritas  it  is  i^eccftary  that  projier  provifioii  ibould  be  made  (of 
the  care  of  His  Majefty's  Royal  perfon,  during  the  continuance  of 
his  illneft,  and  for  the  dire6^ion  aitd  governrhent  of  His  Ma;efly'i 
houfehold,  in  fuch'tnanner  as  the  clrcuiii dances  of  the  cafe  at  prefent 
appear  to  require ;  be  it  therefore  ena£^ed  by  the  Hutbority  aforefaid, 
that  the  care  of  HisMajeffy's  Royal  pet-fbn,  duHng  the  tontinvance  of 
his  fatd  illnefs,  and   the  dlfpofing,  ordering,  and  managing,  of  all 
Inatters  and  things  relating  thereto,  ind'alfo  the  dire£tion  And  |orerD- 
tnent  of  His  Majclty^s  houfehold,  (hall  be,  and  the  fame  are  heieb^ 
Veftcd  in  the  Qneen's  moll  Excellent  Majcfty  ;  and  that  Her  faiikMa* 
jefty  ihall  have  the  full  and  fole  power  and  authority,  by  an  inftrumen! 
!n  writing,  figncd  and  ftalcd  by  Her  Majefty^  to' nominate,  appoint,  or 
temovc,  the    Lord   Steward  bf  His    M^jefty's  houfehold,  the   Lord 
Chamberlain  of  His  MajeBy's  houfelmld,  the  MaRerofthe  Horfe  f© 
His  Mdjefty,  and  the  Matter  of  the  Robesv  and  keeper  of  His  Ma/efry'* 
privy  purfe,  the  Groom  of  the  Stole,  the  gcntl.eiiicn  and  grooms  of  Hii 
Majefty's  bedchamber,  and  the  frVeral  officers  in  the  refpeflive  de- 
partments aforefaid,    whofe  appointment,    nomination,    or  removal^ 
have  been  heretofore  made  by  His  Majefty  j  and  tha^  the  nomiBatioo 
and  appointment  of  Her  Majefty,  in  the  manner  and  form  afore/aid, 
ihall  be  valid  and  cffe6VuaI,  to  all  inrenis  and  purpofeti,  as  if  the  fam« 
had  l>een  made' or  done  by  His  Maieftv  in  the  accumftomed  manner^ 
..J.U...I-  r_-.-_-.  — i---  fo  appointed  (hall  bocoihlcd  to  the  lik« 

precfdea^ 
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overy  fubj^dl  which  came  before  them,  he  would  t\ot  wade 
the  time  of  the  Houfe  by  expatiating  on  the  poflibUit^  of  his 
being  deprived  of  the  power  of  attending  the  future  difcuf- 
$on$  pf  the  bUl,  by  r^tumin|;  ilhiefs^  and  he  would  promife 

them 

* 

firecedence,  privileges,  falariety  wages,  profits^  and  all  other  eipolu- 
voenTSf  as  the  fcrcral  perfoas  now  holding  and  enjoying  the  (fiid  officet 
arc  refpc£livcly  entitled  to. 

And  whereas  the  ei^^cution  of  the  weighty  and  ardous  trufts  hereby 
coinmicted  to  the  Queen's  mud  Excellent  Majcfly,  in  refpefl  of  the  care 
of  His  Maje(ly's  Royal  perfon,  and  of  the  difpofiDg,  ordering,  and 
maoagingy  of  all  matters  ^od  things  reUting  thereto,  maj  require  th^ 
alliftanceof  a  council,  with  whom  Her  Majefty  may  confult  and  adviff 
ID  the  difi^arge  of  the  fame ;  be  it  therefor^  en^£tc4  by  the  authority 
aforcfsiid,  (t^at  in  order  to  nififi  and  stdvifc  {l^r  faid  moft  £3(cellcn( 
Majefty  in  the  feveral  matters  ^foref^i^*  there  ihall  be,  dyriog  (hc^ 
coDUouaoce  of  ]f\%  MajcAy'l  illnefs,  4  f:ounciI^  confiding  of  John. 
Lord  Ar^hbith&p   of  Can^crbury^  Edward   Lord  Thurlow,  William  ^ 

Lord  Archbifliop  of  York,  Lloyd  Lord  Kenyon;  the  Lord  Steward  of 
His  Mgjefty's  hoalishold  for  the  time  being;  the  Lord  Chamberlain 
of  His  NJajffty's  huufchold  for  the  time  beings  the  Mader  of  the 
Horfe  to  His  Majelly  for  the^time  being  i  and  the  Firft  Gentleman  of 
the  Bedchamber,  and  Groom  of  the  Stole  to  His  ^^jei!y  for  the  tjma 
being  i  which  Council  i|iall,  from  time  to  timet  meet,  as  H^r  Majefty  ^ 

ihall  be  pleafedto  direfk  j  and  if  ic  (hould  happet)  th^t  any  of  them  th« 
f^id  John  Lord  Archbiihop  of  Canterbury,  Edvyard  Lord  X^urJow, 
Willian)  i^rd  Archbiihop  of  Vork,  and  Lloyd  Lord  |Cenyon|  ihoqld 
depart  this  life,  then,  and  in  fuch  cafci  it  Ihnll  bp  lawful  for  the  Queen's 
ipoft  Excellent  Mgj^ftyf  by  an  inftrument  in  writiogp  (igncdand  fealed 
by  Her  Majefiy,  revqkabl^  at  her  will  and  pleafure,  to  nominate  and 
appoint  fomeone  perlbn,  being  or  having  been  a  Member  of  His  Ma- 
jefty's  moil  hoDOurabJe  Privy  (^oun^jl,  to  b^  a  Member  of  the  faid 
Council,  to  advifeand  allift  Her  Majefty  asaforefaid,  in  the  room  ai^4 
place  of  each  and  f  very  of  the  faid  Counfellors  fo  departing  thi»  life ; 
which  Dominatioii  and  appoiot^ient  (hall  bf  forthwith  certi^ed  by  an 
inftrument  in  writing,  figned  and  fealed  by  Her  Majefty,  to  the  Lords 
•f  His  Majefty *8  moft  honourable  Privy  Council,  and  iha)l  k^  pntdred 
in  the  books  thereof .- 

And  be  it  fprther  evaded  by  thp  authority  aforefaid,  That  ^aph  and 
every  fuch  Counjcllor  ihall,  within  the  fpace  of  one  month  after  hi^ 
appointment  by  virtut  of  this  a^^^  or  by  virtue  of  Her  M^jcfty's  nomi- 
nation and  appointment,  in  manner  aforefaid,  lakf  the  following  oail| 
before  His  Majefty's  moft  hououiable  Privy  Council ;  who  are  hereby 
rc(}uirrdand  impowered  to  adniiniftcr  the  l^xiie,  #ud  toeAtcr  the  famf 
in  the  books- of  dip  fj»id  Privy  Council  t 

*^  I  A-  B.  |So  fp|emi^ly  propitfe  and  Ave^r,  That  I  will  truly  aD4 
<'  faithfully  founfel  and  fidvifc  tho  Q^eeii's  moft  Excellent  Majefty, 
""^  according  to  the  btft  of  my  ji^dgement,  in  all  matters  touching  thf 
«•  care  of  His  Majefty  >  Royal  perfon,  and  thediipofing^  ordering,  aud 
inanagiog  all  thisgs/claiing  thcrctow' 

«'  So  help  me  GOD." 

Add 


4« 
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improperly  into  any  argument' refpeding  particular  claufes, 
which  might  occaCon  pnffent  debate,  when  they  ought  more 
fitly  to  be  referved  for  future  difcuffioii.    Me  paeant  merely, 

ia 

'  And  be  it  further  enacted' by  the  authority  aforefaid^  That  the  faid 
Councili  or  any  three  or  more  of  them,  ihall  have  poorer  and  authority 
f|t  all  times,'  whcn'they  (hall  judgp  it  neceflary,  to  call  before  the«,ao4 
to  examine  upon  oath,  the  phyficians,  and  aU  other  perfbns  attendant 
pn  HisMajcfty  during  the  continuance  of  his  illnefsy  touching  the  Rate 
of  His  Ma jefly's  health,  and  all  matters  relating  thereto  ;  which  oath 
any  Member  of  the  faid  Council  if  herel)y  autiipn^e4.aiitl  impoiKTred  t(^ 
sTdminifter. 

And  be  it  fiirthcr  enafted  by  phc  authority  aforeffid,  That  if  anyptr^ 
fon,  being  a  Member  of  the  Houfe  of  Cotnmont,  fintl  accept  of  any 
office  of  prdfit  fVom  the  Crown,  by  the  nomiaattoi}  and  appointment  of 
Her  Majefry  the  Qgeen,  by  virtue  of  this  zSt,  at  by  the  faid  Regent, 
in  the  name  and  on'  behalf  of  His  Majefty,  during  the  continuance  of 
the  Regency  hereby  cftabliAed,  his  election  ihMl  be,  and  is  hereby  de- 
clared to  be  void,  and  a*  new  vrrit  (hall  t^ue  for  a  new  election,  io  fuch 
and  the  like  manner  if  if  Aiph  v^pfdpn  bad  bcfi)  appointed  to  fuph  of&c; 
by  His  Majcfty.  '        "         *• 

And  be  it  further  enapted  by  the  authority  ^forefaid.  That  if  Her 
Majeiry  the  Queen  (hall  depart  this  life  during  the  time  that  the  ctfic  of 
His  Majefty's  Royal  perfon  (hall  be  committed' to  Her  Ma je fry, .accord- 
ing to  the  provifions  of  this  act,  the  fai^  Regent  (hall  forthwith  order 
and  diie^t  a  proclamarioo,  under  the  great  feal  of  Grca?  Bntaia*  t(rbe 
iflued  and  publifliird,  declaring  the  fainey  andp  in  cafe  the  Pafliament 
^hen  in  being  fliall  then  be  feparatcd  by  any  adjournment  or  prorogation^ 
directing  that  the  faid  Parliament  ihall  forthwith  meet  and  (it,  or,  if 
there  fhall  be  no  Parliament  in  being,  then,  and  in  fuch  cafe,  directing 
that  the  Members  of  the  laft  prepediog  Parliament  (hail  forthwith  meep 
and  fit. 

And  be  it  enacted,  That  the  faid  Members,  (b  mee^ng  and({tting| 
ihall  be  deemed  and  taken  to  be  the  two  Houfes  of  parliament,  to  all 
intents  and  purpofes,  as  if  the  former  Parliament  had  not  been  dilToKed  j 
but  that  they  ihall  not  conthiue  to  fit  as  the  faid  two  Uoufes,  or  be 
deemed  and  taken  as  fuch,  \  for  any  longer  time  than  (ix  months  after  the 
day  on  which  they  (hall  fo  meet,  and  that  they  ^all  be  fubject  to  be 
^oner  prorogued  or  dilToIved, 

And'  be  it  alfb  further  enacted  by  the  antbority  afbrefaid,  Thar» 
until  due  provi(ion  (hall  in  fuch  cafe  have  been  made  by  Parliament f&r 
the  care  or  Hjs  Majefty's  Royai  perfon,  ^11  and  every  the  powers  and 
authorities  in  and  by  this  act  veiled  ii|  Her  Majefry,  -touchingthe  care 
of  His  Majefty's  Royal  perfon,  and  the  difpo(ing,  ordering,  andtna* 
naging  of  all  matters  anji  things  renting  thereto,  (hall  be,  and  die 
l^me  are  hereby  ve(Ved  in  th^e  Council  in  and^^y  this  ^ct  appointed  t» 
MCt  and  ad<rife  Her  Majefcy  in  the  executioii  of  the  trufts  eo-  Her  faid 
Majc(Vy  poipmitted  by  virtue  of  this  act :  Provided  neverthdtefs,  that 
in  fuch  cafe  nothing  in  this  act  contained  (haii  extend;  or  be  coid^^'d 
to  extend,  to  impower  the  faid  Regent,  ^r  the  (Ud  Council,  to  a«(ni* 
mUf  appoint,  Of  remote  any  of  jhc  fercril  officers  of  Hii  Majcfty'i 
^  ^oufo- 
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n  a  general  way,  to  ftate  his  fentiments,  not  of  pajts  of  the 
)ill,  but  of  the  whole  of  the  fyllem  of  meafures  whicli  had 
)een  adopted,  declaring  that  he  heartily  approved  of  it,  as, 
n  his  judgement^  moft  >confonant  with  the  true  principles 

of 

mafehold  herein  mentioned,  until  due  proviAon  fhall  haTC  been  made 
»y  Parliament  ia*  that  behalf. 

And  be  it  further  ena£ied  by  the  authority  aforefaldy  that  if  Hit 
loyal  Highneft  George  Auguftus  Frederick,  Prince  of  Wales,  fliail 
lepart  thia  life  during  the  continuance  of  the  Regency  by  this  aSt 
rflabliihed,  the  Lords  of  His  Majefty's  moft  honourable  Privy  Loun* 
:i'.  fhall  forthwith  caufe  a  proclamation  to  be  ilTucd  in  His  Majefty't 
lame,  under  the  great  feal  of  Great  Britain,  declaring  the  fane,  and^ 
n  cafe  the  Parliament  then  in  being  fhall  then  be  feparated  by  any  ad* 
ournment  or  prorogation,  directing  that  the  faid  Parliament  fhall  forth* 
ivith  meet  and  (it,  or,  if  there  fhall  be  no  Pailianient  in  being,  theo 
tnd  in  fuch  cafe,  dire£ling  that  the  Members  of  the  laft  preceding 
Parliament  fhall  forthwith  meet  and  fit. 

And  be  it  ena£ked.  That  the  faid  Members  fo  meeting  and  fitting 
hall  be  deemed  and  taken  to  be  the  two  Honfes  of  Parliament,  to  ali 
ntents  and  purpofes,  as  if  the  former  Parliament  had  not  been  diflblved, 
>ut  that  they  fhall  not  continue  to  fit  as  the  faid  two  Houfes,  or  b^ 
leemed  and  taken  as  fuch,  for  any  longer  time  than  Bx  months  after 
he  day  on  which  they  fhall  fo  meet. 

And  be  it  further  ena£^ed  by  the  authority  aforefaid,  That  when  it 
!hall  appear  to  Her  Majefty  the  Q^een,  and  to  five  of  the  Council  ap- 
pointed by  this  ti£k  to  aflifl  Her  Majcfly  in  the  execution  of  the  truft 
rommitted  to  Her  Majcfly  by  this  a£V,  that  His  Majcfly  is  reflored  to 
uch  a  fiate  of  health  as  to  be  capable  of  refuming  the  pcrfonal  exercife 
>f  the  Royal  authority,  it  fhall  and  may  be  lawful  for  her  faid  Majefly^ 
>y  the  advice  of  five  of  herfai^  Council,  to  notify  the  fame,  by  an  in* 
Irument  under  Her  Majcfly's  hand,  and  figned  alfo  by  the  faid  five  of 
Jer  Majefly's  faid  Council,  and  addrefTed  to  the  Lord  Prefidentof  His 
Vf  a  jetty's  roofl  honourable  Privy  Council  for  the  time  being,  or,  in  hit 
bfence,  to  one  of  His  Majefty's  Principal  Secretaries  of  State ;  and  the 
aid  Lord  Prefident,  or  Secretary  of  State,  ihall,  and  is  hereby  required^ 
»n  the  receipt  thereof,  to  communicate  the  fame  to  the  faid  Regent,  and 
o  fummon  forthwith  a  Privy  Council  ^  and  the  Members  of  His  Ma* 
efly*s  mofl  honourable  Privy  Council  are  hereby  required  to  affemble 
n  confequenceof  fuch  fummons;  and  the  faid  Lord  Prefident,  or,  ia 
lis  abfence,  the  faid  Secretary  of  State,  is  required,  in  the  prefenceof 
ny  fix  or  more  Privy  Counfellors  foaflembled,  to  caufe  the  faid  inflru^ 
nent  to  be  entered  on  the  books  of  the  faid  Privy  Council,  and  imme-> 
iately  thereafter  to  fend  a  copy  of  fuch  inftrument  to  the  Lord  Mayor 
if  the  city  of  London,  and  likewife  to  caufe  the  fame  to  be  printed  in 
tie  London  Gazette. 

And  be  it  further  enabled  1>y  the  authority  aforefaid.  That  if  at  any 
ime  after  the  faid  inftrument  under  the  hand  of  Her  Majefly,  and  of 
ive  of  her  faid  Council,  fhall  have  been  received  and  entered  as  afore* 
aid.  His  Majefly  fhall  think  proper,  by  an  inflrument  under  hit  fign 
aanual,  to  require  the  Lord  Prefident  of  His  Majefty's  mofl  honour* 
ble  Privy  Council  for  the  lime  being,  or|  in  his  abfence,  one  of  Hit 
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of  the  Confliturion.  It  had  been  extremely  proper,  in  his 
opinion,  for  Parliament  to  have  thofe  precedents  in  view, 
vvhich  had  been  collefted,  and  fubmitted  to  their  confidera- 
tion,  though,  perhaps,  they  were  chofen  from  times,  not 

precifely 

Majcfty'f  principal  Secretaries  of  State,  to  fummon  a  Council  in  Hii 
Majefty's  prcfcncc,  ccnfifting  of  any  number  of  pcrfons,  not  Icfs  than 
nine,  whom  His  Majcfty  (hall  name,  not  being  members  of  the  Council 
appointed  by  this  aft  to  allift  Her  Majcfty,  and  who  (hall  be,  or  fiiall 
have  been  members  of  His  Majefty's  moft  honourable  Privy  CoUDcil, 
the  faid  Lord  Prcfidcnt,  or  Secretary  of  State  (hall,  and  he  is  hereby 
required  to  lummon  fuch  perfons  accordingly,  and  as  well  the  faidLori 
Prefident,  or  Secretary  of  State,  as  the  other  perfons  fo  fommoned, 
ihali,  and  they  arc  hereby  required  to  attend  ac  the  time  and  place  ap- 
pointed by  His  Majcfty,  and  fuch  perfons  fo  aftemblcd  (hall  be,  andbc 
deemed  to  be,  a  Privy  Council  for  the  purpofe  herein-after  meo- 
tioned. 

And  be  it  further  enafted,  by  the  authority  aforefaid,  That  if  Hit 
Majefty,  by  the  advice  of  fix  of  fuch  Privy  Council  fo  aftembled,  ftall 
lignify  his  Royal  plcafrre  to  rcfume  the  perfonal  excrcifc  of  His  Royal 
authority,  and  to  iffue  a  proclamation  declaring  the  fame,  fcchprocia- 
maiion  fliall  be  ilTued  accordingly,  counterfigned  by  the  faid  lis  of  the 
faid  Privy  Council  j  and  all  the  powers  and  authorities  given  by  tli« 
a£l  iha1l  from  thenceforth  ccafe  and  determine,  and  the  perfonal  excrtife 
of  the  Royal  authority  by  His  Majcfty  flsall  be  and  be  deemed  to  be 
refumed  by  His  Majcfty,  and  fliall  be  cxercifed  by  His  I^ajefiy,  tosll 
intents  and  purpofcs,  as  if  this  a£)  had  never  been  made. 

A  nd  be  it  further  enabled  by  the  authority  aforefaid,  That  if  lb* 
Parliament  in  being  at  the  time  of  th»  iftuing  fuch  proclamarion  a« 
aforefaid  (hall  then  be  fepr.rated  by  aojournment  or  prorogatioo»  the 
faid  Parliament  fliall  forthwith  meet  and  (it,  and  if  there  (hall  be  co 
Parliament  in  being  at  the  time  of  iffuingfuch  proclamation  as  afore- 
faid, then,  and  in  fuch  cafe,  the  Members  of  the  Ufc  preceding  Par- 
liament (hall  forthwith  meet  and  fit. 

And  be  it  enaftcd,  That  the  faid  Members  fo  meeting  and  firtinj 
fhali  be  deemed  and  taken  to  be  the  two  Houfes  of  Parliament,  to  al 
indents  and  purpofes,  as  if  the  former  Parliament  had  never  been  dil- 
folvcd  }  but  that  they  (hall  not  continue  to  lit  as  the  faid  two  HoufeJ) 
or  be  deemed  and  taken  as  fuch,  for  any  longer  time  than  fix  monthi 
after  the  day  on  which  they  (hall  fo  meet,  and  that  they  (hall  befubjc^ 
to  be  fooner  prorogued  or  dilTolved. 

Provided  always,  and  be  it  onafted.  That  fo  much  of  this  aSa* 
provides  that  the  faid  Regent  (hall  not  have  power  and  authority  to 
grant,  in  the  name  and  on  the  behalf  of  His  Majefty,  any  office  or  em- 
ployment whatever  in  revcrfion,  or  to  grant  for  any  longer  term  tbaa 
during  His  Majefty's  pleafure  any  oflSce,  employment,  falary,  orpen- 
iion  whatever,  may  be  varied  or  repealed  by  any  act  or  acts  to  be  oiat'c 
for  that  purpofe  in  this  prefent  feftion  of  Parliament,  in  fo  far  on' 
relates  to  the  granting  of  any  office,  employment,  falary,  or  penfiPD» 
to  any  perfon  appointed  to  the  office  of  Lord  High  Chancellor  of  Great 
Britain  5  or  to  any  perfon  retiring  on  account  of  age  or  infirmity  froo 
the  office  9f  Chief  Juftice  or  Jufiicc  of  the  Courts  of  Kin^iBcncfi  or 
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precifely  fuch  as  ought  to  be  made  the  ground  of  immediate 
proceeding  under  the  calamitous  circumftances  of  the  mo-* 
roent.     In  fadt  the  meafures,  which  had  been  judicioufly  fe- 
le£leti,  and  adhered  to  with  fo  much  perfeverance,  but  at  the 
fame  time  with  fo  much  firmnefs,  till  they  had  been  reduced 
into  the  regular  form  of  a  bill,  feemed  to  hinj  to  be  wifely 
adapted  to  fupply  the  temporary  defeA  in  the  form  of  our 
government,  and  to  be  fuch  as  the  remaining  three  Eftates, 
confifting  of  the  Nobility,  Clergy,  and  Commons  of  Eng- 
land, (fpeaking  by  their  proper  voice,  that  of  the  reprefen- 
tatives  of  the  People)  could  beft  take  to  provide  for  the  de- 
ficiency of  the  fourth  Eft  ate,  and  fuch  as  they  owed  to  the 
Sovereign,  and  to  the.  regard  which  was  due  from  them  to 
the  intereft  of  every  fubjcdl  of  the  kingdom.   Different  mea^ 
fures  (he  was  fatisfied)  could  not  have  been  followed  without 
injuftice  to  the  Sovereign,  and  danger  to  the  country.  There 
vras  one  point  to  which,  though  he  meant  not  to  go  into  any 
difcuflion,  lie  would  juft  fay  a  word  or  two;  and  that  wa«,  ' 
the  claufe  which  declared  that  nothing  contained  in  the  bill 
ihould  be  conftrued  to  extend  to  empower  the  Regent,  in  the 
name  and  on  the  behalf  of  His  Majefty,  to  give  the  Royal 
afleht  to  any  bill  for  repealing  the  a6t  of  Uniformity,  or  the 
aft  of  the  fifth  of  Queen  Anne,  pafled  at  the  time  of  the 
Union,  for  fecuring  the  Prelbyterian  church  government  of 
Scotland.     The  Duke  deiiredthat  by  giving  his  approbation 
to  the  bill  he  might  not  be  confulered  as  declaring  his  opinion 
that  the  adl  of  Uniformity  was  infallible,  or  that  it  ought 
not,  at  any*  future  period,  to  be  rendered  a  fubjeft  of  difcuf- 
iion  and  re-confideration.     The  original  framers  of  the  aft 
of  Uniformity,  he  was  perfuaded,  by  no  means  intended  it  to 
be  fo  regarded;    but,  being  aftuated  by  the  beft  motives, 
defigned  to  frame  the  aft  on  the  wif^ft  principles,  and,  being 
confcious  of  having  done  fo,  had  thought  it  could  not  too 
often  be  brought  under  difcuflion.     The   d?flenters,  he  was 
convinced,  deferved  %very   reafonable  confideration  on  the 
part  of  the  Legiflature,  and  were  entitled  to  every  degree  of 

Common  Pleas,  or  Chief  Baron  or  Baron  of  the  Court  of  Exchequer  at 
Weftminficr. 

Provided  alfo  neverthelefs,  and  be  it  enacted.  That  the  faid  limi* 
tation  of  the  power  of  the  faid  Regent,  with  rcfpect  to  the  granting,  in 
the  name  and  on  the  behalf  of  His  MUjefty,  any  rank,  title,  or  dig« 
nity  of  the  Peerage  of  this  realm,  ihall  continue  and  be  in  force  for  and 
.  during  the  fpace  of  three  years  from  the  commencement  of  this  act, 
and  BO  longer. 

And  be  it  enacted  by  the  authority  aforefaid,  That  this  act,  and  the 
feveral  powers  and  authorities  to  be  exercifed  by  virtue  of  the  fame, 
Ihall  commence  and  take  effect  from  and  after  the  eighteentli  day  of 
February^  one  thoufand  fcven  hundred  and  eighty*nijie. 

Bt  2  '        candour 


dilculTion  of  the  aft  of  Unifortnity,  and^that  however  it 
might  be  deemed  proper  to  give  place  to  the  claufe  refpeding 
that  a£i  which  made  a  part  of  the  prefent  bill,  it  might  not  go 
forth  to  the  public  as  a  fin^  decision  of  Parliament  upon  the 
fubjei^.  He  could  eafily  conceive  that  it  had  been  difficult 
to  decide  under  circuranances  fo  new  and  fo  embarraffingi 
upon  what  was  the  proper  and  moft  conditutional  mode  of 
proceeding,  and,  thrrefore,  he  gave  thofc  who  differed  in 
opinion  upon  the  fubjc£l,  and  oppofed  the  refolutions  on 
which  the  bill  then  before  them  was  founded,  full  credit  for 
having  objected  upon  principles  perfectly  honourable  and 
pure;  he  trufted,  hov?ever,  that  thofc  to  whom  he  alluded 
would  have  the  candour  to  givr  him  the  fame  degree  of  cre- 
'  die  which  he  was  willing  to  allow  them,  and  to  believe  that 
his  motives  were  equally  fincere  and  unqueDionable. 
U.South-  Lord  Southampten  rofe  next,  and  remarked,  that  it  wa» 
impton.    not  without  the  deepeft  concern  that  he  fell  himfelf  under  the 


necefCiy  ofproceed ing  to  obfeivacions,  which  would  not  only 
differ  from  tbufe  of  his  noble  friend  and  rel.ition,  but  be  ad- 
vanced in  favour  of  a  much  more  dJlTimilar  id^a  of  the  prin- 
ciples of  the  ConAitulion.  He  had  long  been  accuftomed  to 
bow  with  reverence  to  the  political  fyllem  of  the  noble  Duke, 
and,  from  a  confcioufnefs  of  his  fuperior  knowledge  and  abi* 
lity,  to  make  the  noble  Duke's  fentimenti  on  pyhlic  affiitl 
his  own  political  creed;  but,  on  the  prefeni  occafion,  fo  f>( 
from  thinking  with  the  noble  Duke,  that  the  meafurei  which 
had  been  purfued,  and  which  had  been  rendered  the  ground- 
work of  the  bill,  were  confonant  with  the  true  principles  of 
the  Conftitution,  he  coniidered  them  as  the  moft  nefarioui 
meafures,  the  moft  unconftitutional,  and  the  moft  dangerous 
which  had  ever  been  adopted..  He  fe]t,-iike  the  noble  Duke, 
as  a  warm  friend  to  his  country,  a  warm  friend  tc  his  Sove-, 
reign,  a  warm  friend  to  his  Royal  progeny,  and  a  warm  friend 
to  every  point  which  ought  to  be  held  as  facrcd  in  the  Con- 
ftitution ;  and  he  would  appeal  to  the  noSle  Duke's  candour, 
whether  if  he  were  Minifter  to  carry  on  a  (jovernmcnt  uii- 
der.fuch  reftridlions  as  the  bill  impofed  on  the  Regent,  be 
could  pretend  to  conduct  a  Government,  fo  as  to  render  it 
beneficial  to  the  People,  or  advantageous  to  the  inierelliof 
the  empire.  He  declared,  that  he  had  ever  acknowledge 
with  gratitude  the  falutary  effects  of  the  nc^te  Duke'i  Adnti- 
niftration,  and  the  Public  had  concurred  in  befto wing  their 
cordial  appiaufe  on  no  one  meafureofthat  Adminiflmtion'" 
a  greater  degree,  than  on  the  reflrairiing  the  £a(l- India  ?•>'"'; 
pany  in  refpe^  to  their  dividends.    That  vrholefome  dieili"^ 
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i2Ed'^roTed  the  falTatloh  bf  thb  CMi^liny»>  atid^  un^cotffe* 
lutence,'  of  moft  f^ifenthil  fetVlce  ta'  t?he  ititei-eftg  of  the  Piib«^' 
ie  in  eeAeral.     Would  th1e*n6ble  Duke  undertake  to  fay,' 
hat,  aaing  as  a  Miniftet*  tinder  the  r^ftti&iont  of  the  bill' 
Hen  under  confideration,  it  ^ould  have  been  poffible  for  hkn^ 
d  have  carr  edthe  falotary  meafdre*  to  which  he  had  alltMledy^ 
nto  etkA}  The  noble  Duke  well  knew,  that  the  great  caufe' 
>f  his  leaving  office,  had  been  his  having  found  hj  experience^ 
liat  the  power  of  the  Crown  was  not  fuffidient  td  enable  him' 
6  carry  on  a  Government  of  efficacy  and  of  vigour:  howi 
hen  codld  it  be  ei^peded,  that  the  Regent  fliould  be  ableto' 
lartyon  fuch  a  Government  with  mutilated  and  diminiihed' 
>owers  ?    For  his  own  part,  he  could  fincerely  proteft^  that^ 
16  fpoke  not  under  the  influence  of  party  prejudices ;  he  felt 
lo  prejudices  in  favour  of  this  or  that  particular  man ;  who^ 
: ver  governed  the  country  heft,  and  nieft  advantageoufly  for> 
he  People,  was  the  Minifter  under  whofe  banners  he  was^ 
eady  to  enlift ;  but  as  he  could  not  think  of  the  meafuret' 
vhich  had  been  purfued  as  the  noble  Duke  did,  forry  as  he^ 
w^as  to  differ  from  him  in  political  opinion,  he  felt  it  his  dut]f^ 
:o  do  fo'  oh  the  prefent  occafion,  in  friendfhip  he  hoped  h^ 
lever  fliould  differ  with  the  noble  Duke,  but  that  they  fliould' 
rontinue  to  live  in  the  fame  unifon  and  harmony,  which  had' . 
:onftituted  for  fo  many  years  the  chief  happinefs  of  his  life^' 
md  which  he  felt  it  impofiible  to  lefleA  upon  without  tbe^ 
ligheft  fatisfaflion. 

TutJUay,  ijlh  February. 

The  order  of  the  day  being  read  for  the  Houle  to  reiblvr 
tfelf  into  a  Committee  on  the  bill,  intitled,  **  An  a£t  topro*-^ 

*  vide  for  the  care  of  His  Majefty*s  Royal  perfon,  and  for 

*  the  adminiftration  of  the  Royal  authority  during  the  con* 
'  tinuance  of  His  Majeffy's  illnefs/*  the  Lord  Chancellor 
eft  the  woolfack,  and  Lord  Walfingham  went  to  the  tabto 
is  Chairman  of  the  Committee. 

The  Commi'tee  proceeded  to  debate  the  feveral  claufeffy 
:1aufe  by  claufe. 

Lord  Olborne  (Marquis  of  Carmarthen)  propofed  anr 
mendment  in  the  firft  claufe,  the  object  of  which  was,  ta 
nfert  words,  confining  the  delegation  of  authority  to  th«f 
Prince  of  Wales  to  govern  the  kingdom  under  the  ftile  anft 
itle  of  Prince' Regent,  *«  to  the  period  of  the  duration  of 
'  His  MajeRy's  indifpoiition,  and  until  the  iflbing  of  thd 

*  proclamation,  dechring  His  Majefty's  refumption  of  the 
^'  perfonal  exercife  of  the  Royal  authority,  sis  in  mannef 
^  herein  after  provided.*' 

Tbif  aiueadoient  paflifdf  ^ 

Whwt 


w  nen  tne  ciauie,  *^  reitraimog  tne  Kegent  irom  giving 
^^  the  Royal  aiTent  to  any  bill  or  bills  for  repealing  or  chang- 
<<  ing  the  order  of  fucceflion   to  the  Crown,  as  the  fame 
^'  ftands  eftablifhed  by  the'a£k  of  (ettlement,  or  to  any  aft 
•'  for  repealing  the  act  of  uniformity,  or  the  aft  for  fecuring 
**  the  Prelbyterian  Church  Government  of  Scotland,"  was 
read, 
Dulce  of       The  Duke  of  Norfolk  contended,    that    reftraining  the 
Norfolk.  Prince  Regent  from  giving  the  Royal  afTent  to  any  bill  for 
repealing  the  a6l  of  Settlement,  was  an  unneceflary  rellric- 
tion,  as  it  was  not  to  be  imagined  that  the  Prince,  as  Regent, 
would  injure  his  own  interells  as  Heir  Apparent  to  the 
Crown* 
£,^1  Earl  Stanhope  ohitxYtiy  that  the  particular  part  of  the  bill 

Stanhope,  which  was  of  the  higheft  moment,  had  now  fallen  under  the 
confideration  of  their  Lordfhips.  He  added,  that  whofoever 
had  carefully  examined  the  aft  of  Parliament  referred  to  in 
the  claufe,  muft  be  of  ppinion  that  the  claule  was  ill  worded. 
In  thefirft  place,  the  aft- of  Charles  the  Second,,  was  not  an 
aft  of  the  13th,  but  of  the  13th  and  14th  of  that  reign. 
Next,  -in  that  aft>  there  was  a  claufe  which  rc-enafted  and 
confirmed  all  the  flatutes  which  were  replete  with  perfccu- 
tions  of  the  moft  harih  and  fevere  nature.  He  wiihed  to 
qualify  the^  wording  of  the  claufe,  fo  as  to  leave  the  door 
open  to  difcuffion,  if  it  fliould  hereafter  be  the  fenfe  of  Par- 
liament to  repeal  not  alone  the  aft  of  Uniformity,  but  all  the 
perfecuting  ftatutes  referred  to  by  a  claufe  in  that  aft.  He 
had  fome  authority  for  the  amendment  which  he  (hould  move, 
tiie  honourable  gentleman  who  brought  up  the  bill,  and  de- 
livered it  at  their  bar,  and  who  had  likewife  brought  it  origi- 
glnally  into  the  other  Houfe  of  Parliament,  having  fcemcd 
to  approve  of  fuch  an  alteration.  Earl  Stanhope  now  read 
the  enafting  claufe  in  the  13th  and  14th  of  Charles  the  Se- 
cond, cap.  4,  as  follows  : 

"13  and  14  Charles  II.  ch.  4.  (called  the  Aft  of  Uni- 
**  formity,  fee.  24.  The  feveral  good  laws  and  ftatutes  of 
"  this  r^ilm,  which  have  been  formerly  made,  and  are  now 
*^  in  force,  for  the  uniformity  of  Pjrayer  and  adminiftration 
_  <*  of  Sacraments,  fliall  ftand  and  be  in  full  force  and  ftrength 
«  to  all  intents  and  purpofes,  for  the  eftablifliing  and  con* 
**  firming  the  Book  of  Common  Prayer  annexed  to  this  afl. 
**  And  fhall  be  applied,  praftifed,  and  put  in  ufe  for  the  pu- 
"  'nifliing  of  all  offences  contrary  to  th6  faid  laws,  with  re- 
"  lation  to  the  book  aforefaid,  and  no  other.** 

They  had  fet  forth  many  different  Common  Prayer  Books 
at  different  periods,  and  the  claufe  which  he  had  jufl  read  rc- 
enafted  all  the  afts  referring  to  all  thofe  different  Common 
Pr^yor  Books,  and  were  many  of  them  as  fcandalous  fiacutes 

as 
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s  ever  difgraced  a  ftatute  book;  and  clearly  paiTed  in  the 
ays  of  darknefs  and  ignorance,  by  thofe  who  had  as  little 
eligion  ^s  humanity.  Some  of  them  contained  rank  blaf- 
hemy,  as  he  would  convince  their  Lqrdfhips>  by  reading  ati 
bftra^  from  one  of  them,  as  follows  : 

2d  and  3d  Edward  VI.  cap.  i,  recites,  that  the  Arch* 
ifhop  of  Canterbury,  and  certain  Bifhops,  and  other  learned 
nen,  had  been  appointed  by  the  King's  uncle,  .the  Lord  Pro« 
e£^or,  and  other  of  His  Highnefs*^  Council,  to  draw,  and 
nake  one  and  convenient  and  meet  order,  rite,  and  fafhion 
f  common  and  open  prayer,  and  adminiftration  of  the  facra* 
nents  to  be  had  and  ufed  in  His  Majefty's  realms  of  England 
ind  Wales ;  the  which  at  this  i^me,  by  the  aid  of  the  Holy 
Shod,  with  one  uniform  agreement  is  of  them  concluded,  fet 
brth,  and  delivered  to  his  Highnefs,  to  his  great  comfort 
ind  quietnefs  of  mind,  in  a  book  intitled,  "  The  Book  of  the 

*  Common  Prayer  and  Adminiftration  of  the  Sacraments 
^  and  other  rites  and  ceremonies  of  tjhe  Church,  after  the 

*  ufe  of  the  Church  of  England." 

SeS.  2,  enads,  That  if  any  perfon  or  perfons  whatfoever, 
ifter  the  feaft  of  Penticoft  then  next  coming,  ihall  in  any 
nterludes,  plays,  fongs,  rhymes,  or  by  other  open  words, 
leclare  or  fpeak  any  thing  in  the  derogation,  depraving  or 
iefpifing  of  the  fame  book,  or  of  any  thing  therein  contained, 
>r  any  part  thereof,  (hall,  for  the  firft  oiFence,  forfeit  ten 
)ounds,  for  the  fecond  ofience  twenty  pounds,  and  for  the 
bird  offence  ihall  forfeit  all  his  goods  and  chattels,  and  fuf- 
'er  imprifonment  during  his  life. 

Earl  Stanhope  commented  on  this  declaration,  that  the 
:ommof  prayer  book  referred  to  in  the  above  abftra£t,  had 
>een  written  with  the  afliftance  of  the  Holy  Ghoft,  and  then 
aid,  that  iq  the  very  fame  reign,  by  a  fubfequent  ftatute,  a 
lew  Book  of  Common  Prayer  was  fet  up,  as  appeared  by 

5th  and  6th  of  Edward  VI.  ch.  i,  feft.  5.  (fpeakingof 
:he  Book  of  Common  Prayer,  of  the  2d  and  3d  of  Edw.  VI.) 
Therefore,  as  well  for  the  more  plain  and  manifeft  expla* 
lation  hereof,  (the  fame  being  unintelligible)  as  for  the  more 
lerfeftion  of  the  faid  order  of  common  fervice,  in  fome  places 
[though  the  fame  had  been  beft  eftabliftied  by  the  Holy 
3hoft,  as  ftated  in  the  former  a£l  of  Parliament)  where  it  is 
leceflary  (not  merely  expedient  and  proper,  but,  from  its 
ibfurdity,  neceflary)  to  make  the  fame  prayers  and  fafhidii 
jf  fervice  more  earneft  and  fit  to  ftir  Chriftian  people  to  the 
:rue  honouring  of  Almighty  God,  (the  book  of  the  Holy 
Ghoft  being  quite  unfit  for  that  purpofe.  Infamous  blal- 
phemy !) 

The  King  (with  the  aflent  of  the  Lords  and  Commons) 

•  has 


it  at  any  other  manner  or  form  of  common,  pj;ajer,,- than  is  JeC 
forth  in  the  faid  hook,  (annt^xed  to  ^hJt;  pfereDt^atute)he 

-  OliWyfvr  the  firft  ofi«pce,  fuffer  Unprifpnment :foc fix  iflonlh!, 
i:  without  bail  or  matnprife  ;_  forvthe,recQi>^-«$:fice,„iHa^riron- 
>-«nent  for  one  v/hqh  yejir;;  apd,  fof  thp  ttiirf^.o^eqc^  lincri- 
'.  lonment  during  his  or  t\^  lives.,  j  (Eyei^  th^ij^or^  If  pre 

-  feat  when  ihe.book  ofitlia  ^oly  Qbofi  i^,^i;cad^,  ■■fififk)^ 

-  (aceA  and  infamout !) 

Earl  Stanhope,  imntioned  Jhe,  y^ripus,  Aj^^t^t^  vfhiq)).^fK 
\  all»ded  to  in  thegeqeral  q^ure  qf.r^i;qicq  in-th^  131^  and 
;„i4thofCharie8U.  fe|c,24,  in th^,^it4«¥png.frd«r: 

!  Thsfaidadtt,  ivi^.  2  and  3.E4v^rd. VI,  and  5^114,6  EJ* 
»iward  VI.  repealed  byiift^  lylary,  fee.  2,  chap.  2. 

And  lA^ltzabethf  chap*  a,  fe^  2,  cevivi^^^and^Ei.Eii- 
«  ,ward  VI.  a)  tobopk,,wiih  alter^tiofis  andad^it^ns..  Jtiis 
was  the  third  book 

-  Se£t.  a6,  enafls-that  the  Queep,  by,  advice  of  cer^int^ni- 
.-  BiiiEonert  or  the  Metfopolitan,  (nay  «)rdajfi.furthe^,ri^jnil 


Therefore,' the  order  of  tfie  Common  Prayer  £ook}  vat, 
lA^HoIy  Ghoft,  bu,t  lall  in  confequence;  ^ext  Pai;liam^ti 
.next  the  Queen  and  Archhi(liop  of  CanterbuBy. 

-  Sc£l.  9. ,  Depraving  ^  book. .   zoo  njarjcs  £rft  oSbict. 
.:    Seft.  io>  2J  oSVnce,  40Q  marks. 

Se£t.  II.  3d  offence,  forfcLture  ofigiyxls  and,cbatteb><inJ 

rrimprifonment  for  life. 
.     Se£l.  16.  Church  ice[)fujejagainft  perfoiu^  oSenj^  agaioA 

.    Ihis  aft. 

5th  Eliubeth,  cbap.  ,23,  fpeciQeji  tl^.^f^  in  wbicll  an 
eiKouununicated  perfon  may  be  i(iiprtlbned>  by  means  o^tbe 

''  mtlt.JemamtmuHieafo  cafftieia. 

■-  Se&,  13  fpeclfies  the  faid^fes  asfoUowi ; 
•     5tb  Eliz,  ch.  23.     ','  An  aft  for  thc^diK execution  °f*''* 
M  vx\t  de t*ceiatnitticaio  t4>pimdoP    Sefi.  13. .And  thatiuhs 

'  offender  againft  whom  any  fuch  wtitpf  orcMnniiBiViiMcdfY 
.fliall  be  awarded,  fliall  not  in  the  fame  ,wiit  of  fx^fimwii^'" 
■€afitndo\a,ye  a  fufficient  and  lanful  addition,  accocJingto 
ihe  form  of  the  ftatute  of  ^r/«a  of  Henry  the  Fiftjb,  inpfo 
of  certain  fuiti,  whereupon  piiocfffes  .or  exigent  are  to  be 
awarded;  or,  if  in  the  Jignijicavit  it  bp  nplcoppii»<liJ''^' 
the  excommunication  doth  proceed,  upon,  thfij^ai^ecaule^ 

.  contempt  of.fome  original  matter  of  herefy,  prrefufoigw 
have  his  or  their  child  baptized,  or  to  receive  tbehol^com- 
'  inunion  as  it  is  now  commoi^y.  ufed  ,to  .bcr^oiVifd  in  iM 

..  Church  of  Eneiand,  or  to  come  to  divine  feivinnoir  com- 
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nonly  ufed  in  the  faid  Chuich  of  England,  or  error  in  maN 
:er  of  religion  or  do6lrine  now  ufed  and  received  in  the  faid 
[Church  of  England,  incontinency,  ufury,  fimony,  perjury  / 
n  the  Ecclefiaftical  Court,  or  idolatry ;  that  then  all  and  / 
:very  pains  and   forfeitures  limited  againft  fuch  perfons  ex-  ' 
:ominunicated  by  this  ftatute,  by  reafoa  of  fuch  writ  of 
xcommunicato  capiendo  wanting  fuch  fufEcient- addition,  or  of 
'uchjign'ficavit  wanting  all  thecaufes  afore  mentioned,  •  (hall 
>e  utterly  void  in  law ;  and  by  way  of  plea  to  be  allowejd  to 
he  party  grieved,  ' 

I  ft  Eli  .chsp.  2,  fedl,  14.  Every  perfon  to  go  to  church 
jvery  Sunday  or  holyday,  or  to  forfeit  twelve  pence. 

2 J  Eliz.  chap.  i.  feft.  5.     Every  perfon  above  iixteen, 
lot  going  to  church  for  a  month,  ihall  forfeit  for  every  month    ' 
zol.  and  fhall  in  twelve  months  be  bound,  with  two  fuffi- 
;ient  furetjes,  in  200L  at  leaft,  for  his  good  behaviour. 

Se£t.  1 1.  Imprifonment  if  he  cannot  pay. 

35.  Eliz.  chap.  1.  fedi.  i.  A  perfon  lefuiing  to  go  tt 
church,  to  be  committed  till  he  does  go. 

(To  chufe  between  a  cathedral  and  a  prifon  !) 

Se(9.  8.  Ki^eping  in  one^s  houfe  a  recufant,  lol.  per 
[Xionth.  '      '  % 

(Therefore  for  each  fervant,  vifitor  in  the  country,  &c.) 

3  James  I.  chap.  4,  fe£l.  1 1.  (20I:  for  a  man  who  cannot 
pay  twenty  fiiillings,  fufficient  cruelty  !)  That  the  penalties 
may  be  railed,  faid  the  a£i,  ^^  in  better  proportion  upon  men 
^^  of  great  ability,"  it  therefore  enads,  that  the  King  may 
refufe  the  2ol.  per  month,  incurred  for  not  going  to  church, 
though  the  fame  be  legally  tendered,  and  may  take  two  parts 
Dut  of  three  of  all  the  lands,  tenements,  and  hereditaments 
:>f  the  faid  vile  offender. 

Seft.  32  and  33.  Having  a  recufant  in  his^ houfe,  forfeit 
^ol.  per  month. 

Se£^.  34.  Humane'  provifo  in  favour  of  father  and  mo- 
ther wanting  other  habitation. 

(If  they  do  not  want  other  habitation,  even  father  and 
EPOther  are  to  be  turned  head  and  ihoulders  out  of  doors  !) 

Se£t.  39.  Ecclefiaftical  jurifdidlions  referved  agaioft  ofien* 
ders  againft  this  a£t« 

13  and  14  Charles  II.  chap.  4,  fefl,  2.  (fourth  Book  of 
Common  Prayer.) 

Se£l.  24.  Applies  all  the  good  laws  thjen  in  force  for  per? 
fecuftion  to  the  new  books. 

2q  Charles  II.  chap.  9.  An  adl  for  taking  away  the  writ 
ie  Aaretico  Comhurendo.  (Scft.  I,  hereticks  not  to  be  burnt 
to  death,  but  in  feft.  2,  curious  provifo  ! 

I  Wm.  and  Mary,  fiat.  I.  chap.  18.  Toleration  A6I  con- 
firmed by  10  Ann,  chap.  2*  extended  by  19  G«orge  III. 

Vol.  XXV;.       '  Cc  ^  Tbe(f 
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Thefe  ftid  laws  were  not  repealed,  but  were  in  force,  not 
:^s  to  all  Diflenters,  but  in  force  as  to  all  perfons  of  the 
Church  of  England,  and  fome  claffes  of  D.flenters.  Earl 
Stanhope  mentioned  alfo 

27  Henry  VI.  A€t  for  pardoning  all  Priefis  "  for  all 
**  manner  and  kind  of  felonies  and  rapes  by  them  perpe- 
«  tratcd-" 

Their  Lordfliips,  Earl  Stanhope  remarke*!,  need  not  be 
told,  that  paffing  ecclefiaftical  cenfures  on  perfons  refilling  to 
go  to  church,  and  punifliing  them  for  idolatry,  was  direclly 
contrary  to  magna  charta.  It  might  do  for  the  clergy,  but 
not  for  laymen.  Magna  Charta  faid,  (9  Henry  HI.  cap, 
29)  "  No  freeman  fhall  be  taken  of  imprifoned,  or  be  dif- 
"  feized  of  his  freehold,  or  liberties,  or  free  cudoms;  or 
•*  be  outlawed  or  exiled,  or  any  otherwifc  deftroyed ;  but 
"  by  the  lawful  judgement  of  his  Peers,  or  by  the  law  of 
"  the  land  fvil,  per  Igem  terror )  He  did  not  mean  then  to 
trouble  the  Houfe  with  any  propofitijon  refpe<5rir.g  the  abo- 
minable ad>s  of  Parliament  to  which  he  had  referred;  but 
he  had  refolved,  at  a  future  ^nd  rnorc  fit  opportunity,  to 
call  their  Lordfliips'  ferious  attention  to  the  fubje^,  having 
undergone  the  drudgery  of  going  through  the  whole  Satuto 
book,  and  found  that  there  were  no  lefs  than  three  hundred 
a6ts  in  it  upon  religion.  He  did  not  wifh  materinlly  to  alter 
theclaufe;  he  only  defired  to  leave  the  quetlitfti  open.  As 
the  claufe  then  flood,  the  Prince  Regent  might  repeal  Magna 
Charta,  the  Habeas  Corpus  aft,  or  Mr.  Grenville's  aft  for 
trying  controverted  eleft ions,  and  the  beft  and  moft  ufeful 
^latutes  ever  paffed,  but  he  oould  not  repeal  the  worft,  not 
even  that  moft  barefaced  ftatute  of  Henry  ihe  Sixth,  wbich 
forgave  the  Clergy  all. the  felonies  and  rapes  which  they  bad 
committed.  That  aft  was  even  lefs  infamous  than  feveral 
ofthofe  which  he  had  mentioned,  becaufe  it  only  pardoned 
the  guilty ;  whereas  thofeto  which  he  had  >eferrcd,  punilhed 
the  innocent.  In  conclufion,  he  begged  leive  to  read  the 
opinions  of  the  Earls  of  Chatham  and  Mansfield,  two  of  the 
greateft  men  that  had  ever  lived,  though  they  were  known 
to  have  afted  on  very  oppofite  principles,  on  the  fubjcft  of 
toleration  in  matters  of  religion. 

The  late  Earl  of  Chatham's  fpeech  in  the  Houfe  of  Lords  on 

the  Diffenters*  Bill. 

"  The  Reformation  has  laid  open  the  fcriptures  to  til— 

"  let  not  the  Bifliops  fhut  them  again.     Laws  infupportof 

**  ecclefiaftical  power  are  pleaded  for,  vvhjch  it  would  fliock 

**  humanity  to  execute.     It  is  faid  that  religious  fefts  have 

<*  done  great  mifchief,  when  they  were  not  kept  under  ftrift 

"  rcftraint,     Hiftory  affords  no  proof  that  fefts  bave  ever 

•<  been 
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'<  been  mifchievoos,  when  they  were  not  opprefled  and  pei^- 
"  fecuted  by  the  ruling  Church." 

Lord  Mansfield,  in  the  Houfe  of  Lords,  in  the  cafe  of 
iMlen  Evans,  as  reported  by  Dr.  Ricliard  Burn,  in  his  Eccle- 
laftical  Law,  title   "Diflenters,"  faid — *'  What  bloodlhed 

*  and  confufion  have  been   occafioned  from   the  reign    of 

*  Henry  IV.  when  the  fiift   penal  ftatutes  were  enadted, 

*  down  to  the  Revolution,  by  laws  made  to  force  confcienc^ ! 

*  T  here  is  nothing  certainly    more   unreafonable,  more  in- 

*  confident  with  the  right  of  human  nature,  more  contrary 

*  to  the  fpirit  and  precepts  of  the  Chriftian  religion,  more 

*  iniquitous  and  unjuft,  more  impolitic,  than   perfecution. 

*  It  is  againft  natural  religion,  againft  revealed  religion,  and 

*  found  policy.     Sad  experience,  and  a  large  mind,  taught 

*  that  great  man  the  Prefident  De  Thou  th  sdoflrine.   Let 

*  any  man  read  the  many  admirable  things  which,  though  a 
^  Papift,  he  hatli  dared  to  advance  upon  the  fubjefl  in  the 

*  dedication  of  his  Hiftory  to  Henry  the  Fourth  of  France, 

*  which,"  obferves  Lord  MansfieM,  **  1  never  read  without 

*  rapture,  and  he  will  be  fully  convinced  not  only  how  cruel 
•*  but  how  impolitic  it   iS)  to  perfccute  for  religious  opini- 


'  ons." 


And  the  late  Earl  of  Chatham,  io  a  letter  to  the  Rev.  Dl*. 
^rice,  fays>  **  It  is  impoflible  to  be  writing  to  Dr.  Price, 
'  without  the  mind  going  of  itfelf  to  .that  moft  interefting 
^  of  all  objefts  to  fallible  man,  Toleration.  Be  alTured, 
^  Sir,  that  on  this  facred  unalienable  right  of  n.'ture,  and 
^  bulwark  of  truth,  my  warm  wiflies  will  always  keep  pace 
'  with  your  own  " 

Earl  Stanhope  now  moved  an  amendment,  to  prevent  any 
lew  difficulty  being  placed,  by  the  Regency  iiill,  in  the  way 
•f  the  repeal  of  the  Teft  AS,  if  application  fliould  be  made 
3r  fuch  a  repeal  hereafter. 

Earl  Bathurjl  begged  leave  to  remind  the  Houfe,  that  Earl 
vhenever  an  aft  of  Parliament  pafTed  in  a  feffion,  part  ofBaihurft. 
vhich  feffion  was  holden  in  the  end  of  one  year,  and  part  of 
t  in  the  beginning  of  the  next  year,  unlefs  the  prrioi!  of  the 
ommencement  of  theaiSt  was  otherwife  fpecially  emc^ied  in 
he  bill  itfelf,  the  time  of  its  operation  always  was  from  the 
eginning  of  the  feffion,  and  therefore  an  a(£t  wb.ich  had 
►afftd  in  a  feffion  holden  in  the  thirteenth  and  fourteenih 
Tar5  of  Charles  the  Second,  was  defcribed  with  prccifion, 
vhen  it  was  termed  an  aft  of  the  thirteenth  year  of  the  reign 
if  King  Charles  the  Second. 

Lord  Hawkejbury  remarked,  that   in   the   aft   of  Union,      Lord 
yhich  was  generally  deemed  to  he  a  ftatute  that  had  been  Hawkcf- 
rawn  with  more  than  an  ordinary  (hare  of  accuracy,  ihe     bur 

C€  a  aft 
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ace  oi   uniiorinitj  was  expreniy  caiiea  an  aci   pauea  in  ine 
13th  year  of  the  reign  of  Charles  thie  Second. 

Earl  Stanhope  anfwered,  that  their  Lordfhips  would  fee 
that  the  aft  of  Uniformity  was  fet  down^  as  having  pal&d 
3n  the  14th  year  of  the  reign  of  Charles  the  Second,  in  the 
Common  Prayer  Book  on  their  table. 

The  Archbiftiop  of  Canterbury  having  preraifed  that  he 

,  was  far  from  nieaniHg  to  vindicate  the  flatutes  referred  to  in 
the   enafling   claufe  of  the  13th   of  Charles  the   Second, 
added,  that  he  confldered  their  difcuffion,  however  proper 
hereafter,  as  but  of  time  at  prefeht,  and  was  corlvinced,  that 
the  main  fubjeA  of  the  bill  was  of  fufficient  magnitude  to 
occupy  the  whole  of  their  Lordfhips  attention.     He  had  be- 
fides  hoped  to  have  perfuaded  the  noble  Earl,  that  he  had 
not  examined  the  fubjeft  of  the  aft  of  Uniformity  with  the 
degree  of  accuracy  that  wAs  due  to  a^matter  of  fuch  mo-; 
ment,  by  (hewing  the  noble  Earl  beforehand,  that  he  had 
omitted  to-take  notice  of  feveral  points  eflential  to  be  con- 
fldered in  a  general  view  of  that  queliion.     The  feveral 
mSitters  cognizable  and  punifhable  by  the  ftatutes  mentioned 
by  the  noble  Earl,  as  thofe  referred  to  in  the  enafling  claafc 
df  the  aft  for  the  Uniformity  of  public  prayers,  were  ap-. 
plicable  folely  to  the  conduft  of  Minifters  of  the  Church  ot 
England,  \frho,  having  taken  ah  oath  to  uphold  and  mafn- 
tairi  the' book  oi.  Common  Prayer,  were  declared  puniftiahb 
in  the  manlier  propofed  ih  thofe  ftatutes,  if  they  held  doc- 
trines derogatory  from  that  book  of  Comition  Prayer,  which 
tljey  had  folernnly  fworn  that  they  would  uphold  and  main- 
tain.    With  regard  to  the  offences  thenlfelves,  the  nobfe 
Earl  had  not  contended  tliat  they  ought  riot  to  be  the  luh- 
jeft  of  fome  refcraint;  but  had  only  argued  againft  the  ex- 
cefsof  the  rcftraint,  and  the  feverity  of  the  puniftiment  pro- 
vided by  the  flatutes  in  queftion ;  and  upon  this  principte 
and  no  otlier,  his  Gt-ace  remarked,  the  noble  Earl  had  ob- 
jefted  to  them  all. .  As  to  the  jjenafties  on  conviftionof  not 
going  to  church,  they  had  been  repealed  in  favour  of  th^ 
X-iiTenters  by  the  aft  of  Toleration. 

Earl  Stanhope  having  previoufly  remarked,  that  the  fenti- 

,  rtientsof  the  right  reverend  and  learned  Prelate  muft  sffo^^ 
all  advocr.res  for  toleration  the  highefi  pleafure,  faid,  that  as 
he  feared  that  the  right  reverend  and  learned   Prelate  hnd 

,miftaken  his  meaning,  he  ftiould  beg  leave  to  remind  h»n^» 
that  tlie  objeft  of  his  amendment  was,  not  to  make  any  al- 
teration then,  but  to  leave  the  fubjeft  open  to  difcuffioii,  aJ 
it  was  a  fumeft  of  too  much  magnitude  to  be  concluded  by 
a  fide  wind,  which  was  tin  idea  that  no  man  ought  to  coun- 
tenance.    The  right  reverend  'And  learned  Prelatv,  his  Lord- 

/hip  obferved,  had  mentioned  feveral  thij>gN  whicii  he  "'^J* 

omitted* 
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omitted*  He  had  omitted  them  on  purpofe,  not  becaufe  he 
'Was  going  to  propofe  any  point  refpedUng  them  at  that  time, 
but  becaufe  the  claufe  ought  not  to  flartd  as  it  did.  It  might 
as  xvcU  enadV/that  the  Regent  fhould  not  alter  the  habeas 
rorpus  a£t«  Who  conceived  that  eitlicr  this,  or  the  alteration 
of  the  a<£k  of  fettJement,  could  be  intended  by  the  Regent  r 

The  Bifliop  of  Salijbury  faid,  the  noble  Earl  had  talked  of  Bi(hop  of 
the  perfecuting  fpirit  of  thofe  flatutes,  would  not  any  per-  Salilbury^ 
fon  who  heard  him  have  imagined  that  the  magillracy  were 
profecuting  upon  thofe  ftatutes  with  the  utmoft  rigour?  So 
far  from  it,  thofe  ftatutes  had  long  been  buried  in  oblivion, 
and,  iti  all  probability,  would  have  remained  fo,  had  not  the 
noble  £arl  chofen  to  have  called  them  forth  to  their  Lord- 
fhips'    recolledlion.      Let  the  noble  Earl  produce  a  fingle 
inftance  in  which  arty  one  of  thofe  ftatutes  had  been  put  in 
force  for  more  than  a  century  paft !     The  moderation  of  the 
Church  of  England  was  her  boaft  ahd  lier  chief  pride.  With 
regard  to  the  part  of  the  claufe  in  the  bill  which  reftrained 
the  Regent  from  giving  the  Royal  aflent  to  any  bill  or  bills 
for  the  repeal  of  the  a6l  of  Settlement,  and  the  a<£l  for  the 
Uniformity  of  public  prayer,  fuch  a  reftrifbion  was,  in  his 
mind,  equally  Wife  and  expedient,  becaufe  it  fhould  be  recol- 
let5)ed,  that  the  Regent  having  a  delegated  power,  he  ought 
to  \>e  reftrained  from  doing  that  which  no  authority  but  that 
t)f  the  King  upon  the  I'hrone  ought  to  be  able  to  eflfefl:.  The 
Kifhop  added,  that  as  he  was  then  addreffing  the  Committee^ 
he  would  take  the  opportunity  of  declaring,  that  every  vote 
^hich  he  had  given  in  the  prog;refs  of  the  bufinefs  then  un- 
der their  condderation,  was  a  vote  arifmg  out  of  the  cleareft 
conviftion  of  his  mind,  that  the  fyftem  was  a  wife  fyftem> 
founded  in  conftitotional  principles,  and  adapted  to  the  exi- 
gency of  the  cafe  with  the  utmoft  prudence  and  for^fighh 
He  was  perfectly   independent.      The  g-^cdnefs  of  Provi- 
dence, .and  the  bounty  of  his  So\»treign,  had  fet  him  above 
the  reach  of  party  influence.     He  fpoke,  therefore,  and  acSled  » 

in  that  Houfe,  merely  as  his  confcience  diflatec^;  and  fo  fa- 
tisfied  was  he  of  the  excellence  of  the  meafures  which  had 
been  purfued,  that  he  could  not  fit  down  without  giving  his 
thanks  to  the  two  great  men  who  had  piloted  the  vefTel  of 
State  through  a  fl:ormy  and  turbulent  fea,  with  fo  much 
manly  perfeverance  and  immoveable  firmnefs,  that  the  pre- 
fent  age  could  not  hut  look  up  to  them  with  aftonilhment, 
not  was  it  poffible  for  poflferity  to  confider  their  conduit, 
without  feeling  an  equal  mixture  of  efteem  and  admiration. 

The  Bifliop  of  Glmcejler  obferved,  that    the  objedls   of  RiA^opof 
the  13th  of  Charles  the  Second,  and  the  penal  ftatutes  re-  Glouceftcr 
ferred  to  in  the  entuSling  claufe  of  that  a£l,  went  merelv  to 

4  enforce 
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Snnhope.  tived,   without  urging  the  Committee  to  a  divifion,  declar- 
ing that  he  was  fatisfied  wiili  having  brought  the  fubjed  un-  , 
der  their  confideracion,  and  defiring  it   to  be  remembered, 
that  not  even  one  of  the  learned  and  tight  reverend  Prelates,  | 
who  had  fpoken  on  the  occafion,  had  veiUured  to  vindicate 
thefe  higlily  objeflionable  ftatutes. 

The  quellion  being  put,  and  the  claufe  ordered  to  Aand  ai 
it  was  in  the  bill,  the  Committee  proceeded,  and  the  reC- 
dency,  marriage,  and  peerage  claufes,  were  feverally  or- 
dered to  Aand.  The  queftion  was  put  on  the  la(l,  but  no  di- 
vifion enfued. 
Lord  Lord  Radnor  moved  as  in  amendment  to  the  next  provifo, 

Rtdnor.  that  enabling  the  Regent  to  grant  the  rank  of  Peerage  la 
fuch  of  His  Majefty's  Royal  iffue  as  fhould  have  attained 
the  fu)I  age  of  twenty-one,  to  add  the  words,  "  and  Aall  be 
*'  aflually  reGdent  in  Great  Britain." 
Vifcount  Vifcount^wmoaltruftedjlhat  by  tbeamEndment  itwisnot 
Stormont.  propofed  to  reftrain  the  Regent  from  granting  a  Peengeto 
any  one  of  the  Royal  family  as/hould  he  of  full  age,  who 
might  he  employed  abroad  in  a  military  capacity,  in  the  pub- 
lic fervice. 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  amendment— Content!,  69! 
Not  Contents,  58. 

The  amendment  confequently  palled. 
The  Committee  proceeded  with   the  other  claufes,  and 
made  feveral  amendments  in  the  progrefs  of  the  di^mi 
claufes. 

At  length  the  Committee  came  to  tlie  claule  invefling  th* 
Queen  with  the  Care  of  the  King's  perfon,  when  Lord 
■Oft)orne  moved  to  irtfert,  "  and  fuch  of  the  Royal  iffoe  ai 
*'  have  not. attained  the  age  of  twenty,"  which  was  agreed 
to. 

Lord  Rawdon  then  rofe  to  offer  another  amendment  in  the 
fame  cl.infe;  but  it  being  propofed  to  report  progrefi,  and 
adjourn  the  Committee,  it  was  agreed  upon,  and  the  Houie 
rofe. 

mimfdss;   \lth  Fcbm..ry. 

When  the  order  of  the  day  for  refuming  the  Committrt 

had  been  read,  and  Lord  Walfnigham  had  taken  his  feat  at 

the  table. 

Lord  Lord  Rmudon  having  remarked,  that  he  felt  it  imiMilible 

Kawdox.    to  avoid  confidering  the  claufe  which  gave  to  HerMajelT 

fnll   power  over  the  King's  houfehold,   in   the  light  o'* 

tnoft  unwarrantable  introduftion  of  an  authoritv  direaf^ 

niii- 
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lilitating  againft  that  of  the  perfon  holding  the  executive 
svernment,  begged  leave  to  c^ll  to  the  recolleflion  of  the 
lommittee,  that  the  noble  Peers  with  whom  he  adled  had 
bje£led  to  the  reftri^llon  on  which  that  claufe  was  founded, 
'hen  it  had  been  firft  propofed.  Its  obje£t  hs^d  been  (ince 
Kplainedj  and  now  that  they  knew  what  that  object  was^^ 
:ie*»r  objeftions  were  fubftantiated.  The  keeping  the  officers 
1  their  fituation,  feparate  from  the  control  of  the  Regent, 
ould  not  add  any  thing  to  the  comfort  and  fatisfadion  of 
lis  Majefty,  in  his  prefent  unhappy  fituation,  while  the  de- 
living  the  Regent  of  the  attendance  of  thofe  officers  was 
iking   away  from  that  ftnte  and  fplendor  of  perfonal  ap-  i 

earance  which  were  fo  neceffary  to  his  dignity.  He  ad- 
refTed  not  his  argument  to  their  Lordfliipst  or  to  philofo^ 
hers;  they  knew  that  obedien<:e  was  due  to  Government 
rom  thofe  who  were  governed,  whether  the  perfon  of  the 
Governor  was  furrounded  with  fplendor  or  not;  but  the 
multitude  felt  differently ;  with  them  it  was  neceiSary  to  work 
tpon  their  prejudices,  and  to  procure  fubordination  and  re-  ^ 

pe<5l  by  the  darling  luftre  of  appearances.  It  had  been  faid, 
hat  although  the  houfehold  was  withholden  from  the  Re* 
^ent,  yet  a  fubftitute  was  to  be  provided  fui table  to  the  rank 
iiid  importance  of  his  office;  but  he  well  knew  the  feelingt 
>f  His  Royal  Highnefs  upon  that  fubjeft,  and  it  was  a  mat- 
er of  deep  regret  to  him,  that  his  taking  upon  hirpfelf  the 
government  of  the  kingdom  during  His  Majefty's  illnefs, 
vas  to  throw  a  new  weight  upon  the  nation.  This  propofi- 
ion  was  erroneous  in  every  point  of  view.  During  His 
Vlajefty's  illnefs  the  queftion  refulted,  would  they  have  a 
Government  oi  not  ?  The  bill  faid,  vhat  .the  people  felt ;  it 
leclared  that  ^Government  was  neceffary;  but  how  could  a 
jovernment  go  on  with  the  combination  in  the  bill,  the 
)rovirions  of  which  had  proceeded  from  a  falfe  but  generous 
)rinciple  of  attachment  to  the  Sovereign  ?  No  part  of  it 
v?s  more  reprehenfihle  than  the  claufes  refpefling  the  Queent 
They  were  going  to  give  Her  Majefty  a  power  and  govern- 
iient  of  money  to  an  extent  which  (he  had  never  known  he- 
ore,  and  which,  of  courfe,  was  liable  to  great  abufe.  The, 
Prince  had  an  evident  intercft  in  the  due  management  of  the 
tveral  concerns  entrufted  to  the  Queen,  but  Her  Majefly 
lad  no  intereft  whatever.  In  conclufion,  Lord  Rawdoa 
laving  premifed  that,  fliould  his  amendment  be  carried,  he 
ivould  follow  it  up  by  moving,  feriatinL,  what  officers  of  the 
loufehold  he  meant  to  place  under  Her  Majefty's  power  and 
:ontrol,  to  infert  after  the  words,  "alfo  the  direflion  and 

*  government  of,"  words  to  the  following  effeft,  *'  fuch 

*  part  of  His  Maiefty's  houfehold  as  (hall  be  deemed  nc- 
^*  ceflary  to  attend  on  His  Majefty  during  his  illnefs." 

The 


occaiton  to  receive  a  foreign  Amhaffador,  he  muu  fenJ  to 
Her  Majefty  and  borrow  Sir  Clement  Cotlrell  for  the  day  ! 
Ir  had  been  obferved  in  another  quarter,  that  the  Queen 
could  have  no  political  views.  Her  Majcfty,  he  well  knew, 
deferved  veneration;  and  he  would  Tay  of  her,  what  the 
Con  ft  i  tut  inn  direded  them  to  fay  of  the  King,  "  that  (he 
could  do  110  wrong;"  but  heradvifers  might,  who  had  power 
without  tcfponfibility.  Her  Majefty  would  have  flattereri 
ahout  her.  Cabal  and  artifice  would  find  their  way  into  her 
hoafe,  fince  he  knew  nothing  in  the  air  of  Kew  Palace  thJt 
had  the  power  "to  keep  away  the  vermin  with  which  Couns 
were  coiiftantly  infefted. 
Lord  Lord  Hou.-kcJl'ury  remarked,  that  in  no  former  Regency 
Bawkef-  b'll  fo  much  as  in  the  prcfenc  could  a  Regent  ftand  free  and 
'""')'•  unfettered,  excepting  only  hy  a  few  reftriflions.  With  re- 
gard to  the  opinion  of  a  noble  Lord  (Rawdon),  that  all  go- 
vernments were  nothing  more  th.m  a  combination  of  prece- 
d'-nts,  he  Diould  venture  to  anfwcr,  that,  in  ahfokte  and 
defpoiic  governments,  it  was  not  always  to;  but  in  a  free 
governiucnt  like  ours,  fure  he  was  that  the  fecurity  of  ofw- 
dience,  and  what  c-nablet!  the  few  to  gnvern  the  many,  wn 
the  feiife  which  the  people  entertained  of  their  own  power, 
exercifcd  through  the  medium  of  their  rei->refcntativei  in 
Parliament ;  and  fo  the  heft  writers  on  the  Conftitution  had 
defined  it.  With  regard  to  the  <]uefiion  of  the  hoofehold, 
unlefs  their  LordHiips  akered  the  whole  fyftem  of  His  Ma- 
jeHy's  family,  they  could  not  put  the  houfehold  in  any 
other  filuation.  The  houfehold,  in  h€t,  was  under  the 
operation  of  the  cliufe,  to  be  the  houfehold  of  Her  MajHly. 
]t  was  to  be  carried  on  in  the  houfe  in  which  the  Queen 
lived  ;  and  would  their  Lordftiips  fny,  that  the  Queen  ought 
not  to  have  the  control  over  that'houfehold  ?  He  denied 
that  the  Lord  Chamberlain  and  Lord  Steward  were  mere 
officers  of  ftaie,  never  on  duty,  but  when  the  King  ap- 
peared in  public  a^  the  reprefentative  of  Majefty.  They  hid 
many  other  efl^ntial  duties.  Had  they  forgoiten  a  noble 
Earl  (Earl  Talliot)  who,  by  his  own  management  and  (eco- 
nomy, refornied  much  of  the  houfehold,  and  faved  a  con- 
fiderahle  fum  to  the  nation  f  Befides,  hy  the  bill  of  1782. 
the  Lords  of  the  Treafury  were  cxpreffly  direfled  to  iflue 
no  money  for  the  pavraent  of  the  houfehold,  but  to  lh< 
Lord  Chamberlain  and  Lord  Steward,  or  according  to  their 
warrants.  To  put  thofe  officers,  therefore,  under  any  other 
■perfoii,  would  be  wronging  Her  Majefty  in  her  houfehoio. 
The  whole  .amount  of  the  houfehold  ofiices  was  about 
ioo,CQo].,  of  which  no  more  than  ^q,oooL  related  to  "ffi- 
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eftabliflied  at  the  Revolution.  He  took  the  claufe  to  be  nei- 
ther more  nor  lefs  than  conferring  on  the  Queen  a  diredl  and 
notorious  influence  in  both  Houfes  of  Pailiament.  He  had 
argued  and  voted  againft  the  famous  India  bill  of  1783,  be- 
caufe  he  conceived  it  to  go  to  the  creation  of  a  powerful  in- 
fluence, which,  if  united  with  the  Crown,  would  have  made 
it  too  ftrong  ;  and,  if  exercifed  againft  it,  would  have  ren- 
dered it  too  weak.  In  fpeaking.  of  the  prefent  fituation  of 
affairs,  he  would  ufe  fome  plain  and  forcible  words,  but 
they  (hould  be  but  few.  If  His  Royal  Highnefs  the  Prince 
of  Wales  was  alFeftionate  to  his  father,  and  a£^ed  wifely,  he 
would  continue,  as  much  as  might  be,  the  prefent  meafures 
and  the  prefent  Miniftry.  That  was  the  advice  which  he 
would  give  him  as  a  counfellor ;  but  fpeaking  as  a  Member 
of  Parliament,  if  the  Prince  thought  proper  to  exercife  that 
difcretion  with  which  he  would  be  conftitutionally  invefted, 
and  ihould  choofe  to  change  the  Miniftry,  he  would  not  be 
one  to  eftablifh  a  poflibility  of  hampering  his  meafures. 

Vifcount  Stormont  conceived   that  the   amendment  was  Vifcouni 
fuch  as  the  noble  Earl  could  not  oppofe,  becaufe  it  went  to  Stormonc. 
nothing  fpecific,  but  only  opened  the  door  for  farther  amend- 
ments. 

Lord  Radnor  read  a  claufe  which  he  had  drawn  and  meant     Lord 
to  introduce,  the  objeft  of  which  was,  among  other  provi-  Radnor, 
fions^  to  feparate  the  nomination  and  appointment  of  the 
nobles  Lord  with  white  ftaves  (the  Lord  Chamberlain  and 
Lord  Steward)  from  the  control  of  the  Queen,  but  to  render 
them  fubfervient  to  Her  Majefty's  order. 

The  Duke  of  Richmond  contended,  that  If  the  ahiend-  Duke  of 
ment  were  agreed  to,  the  Committee  neceflfarily  ought  to  Richmond 
move  that  the  great  officers  of  the  houfehold  fhould  be  re- 
moveab'le  by  the  Regent.  He  reminded  the  Committee,  that 
His  Majefty  was  to  be  confidered  as  King  of  this  country, 
notwithftanding  his  prefent  fituation,  and  that  it  ought  to 
be  remembered  that,  under  the  prefent  bill,  the  Prince  of 
iVales  was  the  fon  of  the  King  afting  as  Regent,  but  not  the 
King;  a  difference  and  adiftinflion  which  the  Prince  ought 
to  feel  in  every  ftep  which  he  purfued.  As  Prince  of  Wales 
md  Regent,  he  ought,  undoubtedly,  to  have  great  fplendour, 
)ut  not  the  fame  as  the  King  himfelf.  The  Duke  added, 
hat  he  could  not,  until  he  knew  how  the  noble  Lord,  who 
"poke  firft,  meant  that  the  great  officers  of  the  houfehold 
[hould  be  removed,  argue  againft  his  propofition  ;  but  if  the 
:)ropofition  contained  in  the  claufe,  juft  read  by  the  noble 
Earl,  was  fubftantially  the  fame,  one  anfwer  would  do  for 
)Oth.  If  the  control  were  removed  over  thofe  offices,  they 
•emoved  the  refponfibility,  and  it  was  neceflary  that  the  re- 
ponfibility  fliould  remaint 
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pieieiy  aniwct  iiic  uujcti  oi  wiiai  ne  nao  inienaea  lor  nii 
fecond  motion,  and  would  obviate  the  charge  of  influence; 
he  therefore  would  fubftitute  the  noble  Earl  s  claufe,  as  the 
fulije£l  of  his  intended  motion,  if  the  amenihncnt  fliould  be 
cniripd.  Lord  Rawdon  alluded  to  the  poflible  coiijunflute 
of  affairs  which  might  arife  from  the  ftate  of  liurope,  to 
make  negociations  with  foreign  powers  neceflary,  and  put 
the  cale,  tiiat  the  influence  of  the  houfehold  might  be  exer- 
cifed  adverfely  to  the  exifting  Ciovemme'nt,  in  the  mldft  of 
2  proceeding  deemed  eflenlial  to  the  fafety  and  fecurity  of 
the  country. 
Duke  of  The  Duke  of  Richmotid  obferved,  that,in  his  opinion,  tfie 
Riclmiont]  idea  of  a  parliamentary  influence  refulting  from  the  placing 
the  houfe hold  under  the  po*er  and  control  of  the  Queen,  was 
too  infignilicant  to  mf  rit  much  notice.  The  Duke,  in  con- 
clulion,  ol>ferved,  thar,  under  the  prefent  Regency  hill,  the 
Regent  would  acquire  more  authority  than  could  have  ac- 
crued to  him  from  the  operation  of^either  of  the  two  for- 
mer. 
Vifcount  Vifcount  Siormotit  remarked,  that  in  former  Regency 
StormoDt.  bills  he  faw  the  whole  executive  powers  of  government 
given.  It  was  not, the  attempt  of  men,  in  thofc  times,  to 
curtail  the  authority  of  the  Regent,  becaufe  they  knew  tht 
whole  powers  of  the  Crown  were  neceflary  to  carry  on  go- 
vernment. It  was  faid,  that,  in  former  Regency  bills,  the 
power  was  divided  l>etween  the  Regent  and  a  Council,  but  it 
was  forgotten  that  all  the  Princes  of  the  Blood  were  in  that 
Council.  Had  the  example  of  former  Regency  bills  been 
followed,  he  was  free  to  fay,  he  thould  have  oppofed  it,  be- 
caufe he  thought  thofe  bills  liable  to  ftrong  ohjeflion;  bat 
fo  far  was  he  from  giving  the  noble  Duke  and  his  colleagues 
credit  for  not  having  followed  the  example  before  them,  that 
he  thought,  unwifeand  impolitic  as  thofe  Regency  bills  had 
been,  they  were  more  wife  and  morepoiilic  than  the  prefeni. 
When  they  infiituted,  a  weak  government,  they  knew  rot 
the  extent  of  the  mifchiefs  that  might  cnfue.  He  did  not 
fear  any  thing  from  open  bold  ambition,  but  he  dreaded 
every  thing  from  that  dark  mean  ambition,  which  worked 
like  a  mole  underground,  undermining  all  above  it,  and  at- 
tempting, by  anticipation,  to  weaken  that  government,  in 
vrhich  it  was  not  to  have  a  fliare,  and  to  cripple  what  it 
dared  not  fppofe.  The  patronage  of  the  houfchold  extended 
to  all  the  otiices,  ^nd  was  not  lefs  than  one  hundred  thou- 
faiid  pounds  a  year,  which  amounted  to  more  than  all  the 
offices  fupprefied  by  the  bill  of  1782.  It  was  an  influence 
that  was  not  trifling)  but  extending  far  and  wide,  and,  a« 
6  ll» 
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he  promoters  of  it  themfelves  thought,  of  mod  pernicious 
ronfequence.  He  reprobated  the  idoa  of  appointing  great 
>fficer$  of  the  realm,  who  could  be  of  no  fervice  to  the 
Cing  whatever  during  his  prefent  fituaticn,  to  be  under  the 
^ecn's  control,  becaufe  Her  Majefty  was  entrufted  with 
he  care  of  the  King's  perfon.  He  alluded  to  the  Lord 
IJhanceilor's  fpeech,  when  the  refolution,  on  which  the 
rlaufe  was  founded,  was  under  con fiderat ion,  and  faid  it  was 
ather  an  addrefs  to  the  PuHic  than  to  that  Houfe.  Thofe 
^reat  officers  of  the  houfehoid  were  officers  of  State,  an- 
icxed  rather  to  the  Kingly  office,  than  to  the  perfon  of  the 
ving.  Did  any  of  thofe  officers  attend  the  King,  except 
vhen  he  appeared  in  public  the  reprefcntative  of  Majefty  ? 
t  was  an  extraordinary  mode  of  keeping  up  the  Majefty  of 
:he  Crown,  by  not^fuffering  the  Regent  to  have  the  ftate 
^^hich  cuitomarily  furrounded  the  Crown.  What  was  the 
eafon  that  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  always  appeared 
with  fo  much  fplendour  ?  It  was  to  fignify  the  greatnelV  and 
Tiajefty  of  the  King  he  reprefented.  If  the  multitude  were 
:o  lee  the  Regent  going  to  the  Houfe  in  his  father's  ftate 
:oach,  drawn  by  the  cream-coloured  horfes,  thev  would 
:ry,  "  Inhere  he  goes  ir)  his  father's  coach;  we  hope  we 
Ihall  foqn  fee  the  father  himfelf  there."  The  father's  image 
would  recall  the  memory  of  the  father.  It  was  true  that 
he  Regent  would  make  as  great  a  figure  as  the  King  of 
Pruffia,  except  on  certain  particular  occafions.  But  the 
rafes  were  not  fimilar.  In  Pruffia,  which  was  a  military  - 
jovernment,  the  moft  captivating  and  politic  appearance  the 
Sovereign  had  to  maintain  was  rather  that  of  a  camp  than  a 
:ourt.  The  cafe  was  different  with  us  :  in  a  great  manufac- 
unng  country  like  this,  iplendour  and  outward  ftiew  were 
ibfolutely  neceflary.  Nor  was  it  for  the  Prince  that  it  was- 
ifked ;  to  him  the  iituation  of  Regent  was  a' fituation  of 
>ainful  pre-eminence  and  royal  fervitude ;  the  obje6t  was 
o  have  that  fplendour  and  oftentation  which  pleafed  themul- 
itude.  The  Lord  Steward  and  Lord  Chamberlain  were 
jreat  officers  of  the  realm,  (fo  defined  in  the  ftatute  of  pre- 
;edence)  always  Members  of  the  Privy  Council,  and  con- 
lantly  of  the  Ssle^l  Council,  in  which  the  King  was  to  ex- 
Tcife  the  greateft  prerogative  of  the  Crown,  that  of  mercy  I 
The  office  of  the  Lord  Steward  was  as  an  office  of  jurifdic-  , 
ion..  He  had  ever  underftood  that  the  King  was  the  foun- 
ain  of  office.  The  bill  made  the  Queen  the  fountain  of- 
office,  and  yet  fome  noble  Lords  had  faid  it  was  conftituti- 
mal.  There  was  an  impetuofity  in  the  prefent 'Adminiftra- 
ion  that  bore  down  every  barrier  of  the  Conftitution.  He 
■numerated  the* various  offices  under  the  control  of  tJ^e  Lord 
i!^hamberlain^  mentioning  the  Board  of  Works,  the  Jewel 

D  d  ^  Uffice» 


It  incumbent  upon  liim  politively  to  deny  that  he  had  (aid, 
that  nil  the  power  of  Government  depended  on  prejudice  ia 
all  countries ;  he  bad  only  meant,  that  it  was  ncceflary,  by 
the  outward  flate  and  'plendour  which  furrounded  the  perlbn 
of  him  who  exercifed  the  fupreme  authority,  that  the  pre- 
judices of  vulgar  minds  fhould  be  worked  upon.  The  no- 
ble Lord  (Hawkefbury)  had  flated  the  virtues  of  the  prefent 
>tdmtntAration  ;  and  he,  for  his  own  part,  had  no  objeflion 
to  hear  a  pohtJcal  fwan  ling  forth  the  funeral  dirge  of  hit 
own  departing  power.  If  the  people,  however,  had  hitherto 
thoug^ht  highly  of  the  condudl  of  Minifters  in  the  Regency 
bufinefs,  it  was  becaufe  they  had  mifconceived  it,  and  law  it 
in  a  wrong  point  of  view.  If  any  thing  coutd  open  their 
eyes,  it  was  the  deciiive  manner  in  which  the  Parliament  of 
his  country  (Ireland)  had  afted,  in  refpe6t  to  the  fame  fub- 
jecl,  Ireland  had  thereby  fliewn  that  ftie  deferved  to  have 
that  conllitujion  which  {he  had  fo  nobly  earned. 
Lord  Lord  Hawkefbury  having  expiffled  his  earneft  hopes  that 

Hawkef-  the  political  fwan  might  have  leave  to  fmg  a  few  more  fu- 
bury.  neral  notes,  declared,  that  he  mull  Hill  adhere  to  his  former 
obfervation,  that,  in  every  degree  of  Government  whatever, 
the  confidence  of  the  people  in  their  Governors  arofe  from 
the  opinion  which  they  entertained  of  their  own  fhare  in 
that  Government,  and  that  as  Her  Majefty  was  to  have  the 
care  of  the  King's  perfon,  Hie  ought  of  necelfity  to  have  the 
power  of  managing  the  King's  lioufehold. 
Lord  Lord  Kinnaird  remarked,   that  it  was  not   without  equal 

Kinnaitd.  concern   and  indignation   that  he  confidered  the  claufe  in 
queftion  as  the  grand  climax  of  thofe  dangers  to  the  Coniii- 
tution  with   which  the  whole  bill  was  fraught.     He  con- 
ceived himfelf  to  be  a  friend  to  the  Couftitution  when  he 
faid  thus  much  ;  and  as  to  the  cafe  put  by  a  noble  Secretary 
of  State,  that  if  the  amendment  were  adopted,  and  His  Ma- 
jefty, on  his  recovery,  Ihould  call  for  a  .Duke  of  Roxburgh, 
or  an  Earl  of  Winchelfea,  they  would  not  be  to  be  found; 
that  wa^  in  his  mind,  a  direfl  charge  upon  thofe  noble  p«[- 
fons  of  a  want  of  difinterefted  affection  to  Hh  Majefly;  it 
was  direflly  faying,  that  they  were  influenced  folely  by  the 
emoluments  of  their  offices,  and  not  by  any  other  and  more   , 
honourable  lies  of  regard    and  reverence.      He  contendfo,   i 
however,  that  the  imputation  was  unmerited,  and  that  if  Hii 
Majefty  Ihould  call  for  thofe  noble  perfons,  and  they  ftiould   | 
have  been  removed  from  their  places,  they  would  prove  as  i 
ready  to  gratify  the  wifties  of  His  Majefty,  as  if  they  were 
in  office.     With  regard  to  the  amendment's  lakiiig  away  rb« 
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appointment  of  the  officers  ofthe  houfehold  from  His  Ma- 
jcfly,  the  claufe  itfelf  took  from  the  Kingthat  appointment 
and  vefted  it  In  the  Queen,  as  all  the  officers  of  the  houfehold 
were  removeable  in  Her  Majefty's'name,  and  not,  as  was  th« 
cafe  in  other  parts  of  the  bill,  in  the  name  a;id  on  the  behalf 
of  His  Majefty. 

The  queftion  was  nt  length  put,  and  the  Commirtee  di- 
vided— Contents,  66 ;  Not  Contents,  89. 
The  amendment,  of  courfe,  did  not  pafs. 
Earl  Bathurft  then  moved  to  report  progrefs  and^ adjourn. 
Lord  Loughborough  ftated,  tliat  there  we-^e  certain  places      Lord 
for  life   in  the  houfehold,  whicli,  as  the  claufe  ftood,  it    Lough- 
would  be  in  Her  Majei^y's  power  to  give  away,  and  under  borough. 
fuch  circnmftances  her  authqrity  would  rife  far  above  the 
reftriflions  thrown,  in  a  fimilar  cafe,  upon  the  Regent. 

The  Duke  of  Richmond  acknowledged  that  the  objeftion  Duke  of 
appeared  to  be  of  fo  much  ferious  importance  that  he  wifhed  Richmond 
for  time  to  confider  it  thoroughly.  He  fhoul^  be  extremely 
forry  to  give  his  aflent  to  any  bill,  containing  a  cFaufe  which 
indire£lly  gave  the  Queen  a  power,  which  he  was  by  no 
means  willing,  either  direflly  or  indireiSlly,  to  inveft  in  any 
perfon  during  His  Majefty's  temporary  indifpofition.  He 
therefore  hoped  the  Committee  would  agree  to  the  motion, 
•*  That  the  chairman  be  diref^ed  to  report  progrefs.** . 

Lord  Thurlow  obferved,  that  fhould  the  claufe  be  found      Lord 
liable  to  the  objeflion   which  was  ibted,  it  would   prove  Thurlow, 
extremely  eafy  to  remedy  the  inconvenience  by  afterwards  in- 
troducing a  new  claufe  as  an  efF^6>ual  provlfo 

Lord  Walfiiigham  put  the  queftion,  that  the  claufe  thus 
amended  (as  it  had  been  by  the  Marquis  of  Carmarthen) 
ftand  part  of  the  bill  ?  This  was  agreed  to.- 

Upon  the  queftion  of  reporting  progrefs  many  Lords  called 
out  to  adjourn,  and  others  to  go  on. 

The  Earl  of  Carijle  obferved,  thnt  during  the  preceding  Earl  of 
evening,  it  had  been  privately  underftood,  that  it  would  be  Carlifle. 
for  the  convenience  of  certain  individual  Lords,  that  they 
ftiould  report  progrefs  and  adjourn  at  nine  o'clock,  upon 
which  it  was  agreed  to,  each  fide  of  the  Honfe  \jnderftanding 
that  they  were  to  come  down  upon  the  day  following  and  get 
through  as  much  of  the  bill  as  poffible.  But  was  it  to  be  a 
regular  cuftom  that  they  were  to  deem  half  an  hour  after 
nine  too  late  to  proceed,  and  this  notwithftanding  tlie  vaft 
importance  of  the  bill  under  their  confideration  ? 

The  Duke  of  Richm^Md  declared  that  it^vas  by  no  means   Duke  of 
hiswifh  to  report  progrefs,  merely  becaufe  it  was  half  after  Richmond 
nine,  but  becaufe  the  next  claufe  was  very  important,  and 
wou^d  call  forth  fo  confidcrable  a  degree  cf  difcufllon,  that 
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that  night,  it  they  entered  upon  it  at  all. 

Earl  of       The  Earl  of  Carlijle  protefted  that,  in  his  opinion,  a  con- 

Cirhflc.  du(S  fo  extraordinary  carried  with  it  all  the  appearance  of  an 

artificial  delay.     1  he  Committee  did  not  begin  bufinefs  till 

five  o'clock,  and  after  four  hours  debate,  at  half  after  e^ht, 

•or  within  a  quarter  of  nine,  they  were  to  be  told  of  the  late- 

nefs  of  the  hour.     His  Majefty's  minifters  were  to  blame  for 

not  coming  down  to  the  Houietill  five;  although  they  had 

not  now  the  uftial  excufe  of  having  His  Majefty  to  attend. 

Duke  of       The  Duke  of  Richmond  and  the  Lxird  Chancellor  declared 

Richmond  that  they  were  always  ready  to  enter  upon  bufinefs  earlier, 
but  that,  without  imputing  more  blame  to  one  fet  of  men 
than  to  another,  the  Houfe,  generally  fpeaking,  was  fo  thin 
till  five  o'clock  that  it  was  not  proper  to  begin  any  bufinefs  of 
importance  before  that  hour. 

J  Earl  of       Tho  Earl  of  Carlijle  anfwered  that  he  had  not  intended  to 
Carlifle.   point  what  he  had  faid  at  either  the  noble  Duke  or  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord. 

Marq.  of  The  Marquis  of  Stafford  faid  that  the  beft  and  moft  ef- 
Stafford.  fe6lual  way  to  prevent  there  remaining  any  caufe  for  a  fimilar 
complaint,  would  be  for  them  to  refolve  to  meet  at  half  after 
three,  and  proceed  imiuediately  to  bufinefs.  Inftend,  there- 
fore, of  going  into  the  important  debate  which  the  next 
claufe  would,  in  all  probability,  occafion,  fuppofe  it  were  ge- 
nerally underftood  that  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  would 
take  the  woolfack  the  next  dny,  at  half  after  three  precifely? 
Vifcount       Vifcount  Stormont  obferved  that  he  had  known  the  Houfe 

Siormont.  fit  till  tv/o  in  the  morning,  and  no  man  who  weighed  the 
bufinefs  thrn  before  the  Houfe  would  deny  that  the  bill  was 
of  greater  importance  than  the  Irifh  propofitions,  important 
as  thofe  propofitions  undoubtedly  were.  The  deby  which 
had  already  taken  place,  was  moft  extraordinary.  If^  how- 
ever, Minffters  were  willing  to  take  upon  them felves  the  re- 
fponfihility  for  this  delay,  he  had  no  ohjeflion.  Let  them  ad- 
journ for  a  monili  if  they  pleafed,  fo  as  ihey  confefled  them- 
lelves  refponfible  for  the  coniequences.  They  knew  the  bu- 
finefs heft,  and  if  ihey  chofe  to  delay  and  drive  the  bill  off 
till  fo  late  a  period  that  it  woul.d  put  other  great  and  impor- 
tant hills  which  muft  foon  be  pafl^d,  in  danger  of  not  being 
pafled  in  time,  they  did  it  at  their  own  rifque,  and  it  was  not 
for  him,  ftanding  in  the  fituation  that  he  did,  to  urge  the 
critical  ftnte  of  affairs  at  home  and  abroad,  and  the  various 
drfngers  which  might  enfue. 

..Marquis       The  Marquis  TijWnJhend  obferved  that  if  the  Committee 

Tolvnf-    were  of  opinion  that  they  could  get  through  the  claufe  m 

hcnd.     three  or  four  hours,  he  would  as  readily  confent  to  go  on  as 

any  Peer  in  Parliament,  but  the  claufe  would  involve  the 

Committee 
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Committee  in  a  great  deal  of  difcufllon,  and  {)erhnp$  they 
would  fave  no  time  by  entering  upon  it  at  prefent.  If  Mi- 
niflers  had  been  .monopolifing  Minifters,  determined  to  carry 
every  thing  with  an  high  hand,  and  force  the  bill  rapidly 
through  the  Houfe,  he  Ihould  have  conGdered  them  as  ceri- 
furable,  but  keeping  in  view  the  magnitude  and  importance 
of  the  bill  he  conceived  that  they  had  not  been  wanting  in. 
expedition. 

On  the  queftion  put,  "  that  the  chairman  report  progrefs,* 
it  was  carried  without  a  divifion. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

On  this  occaHon,  it  may  not  be  improper  to  fubmit  to 
the  attention  of  our  readers  the  following  lifl  of  Peers  who 
have  voted  in  the  minority  on  the  queftion  relative  to  the 
Regency. 

S.  means  fpoke-^P.  protefted. 


ai9 


H.R.H.theD.ofYork,S.'P. 

Gloucefter,         -   S. 

Cumberland,  -  S.  P. 
The  Duke  of  Norfolk,   S.P. 

St.  Albans,    -    -       P. 

Bolton,     -    -     - 

Bedford,     -  -     -       P. 

Devonfhire,     -   -      P. 

Portland,      -      -       P. 

Northumberland,  S.  P. 
Marquis  of  Lothain,  -      P. 

Townfhend,  -  -  S.P. 
Earl  of  Derby,     -      -  S.  P. 

Huntingdon,   -   -       P» 

Su£Folk  and  Berks,  S.  P. 

Exeter,     -     -    -  • 

Peterborough,      -       P. 

Stamford,  -    -    - 

Sandwich,   -   -   -  S.P, 

Carlifle,     -    -     -  S.  P. 

Shaftefbury,   -    -      P. 

Scarborough,  -   -      P. 

Jerfey,    ... 

Cholmondeley,    -       P. 

Eglintoun,     -      -      P. 

CaffiUis,    .    -    -       P. 

Selkirk,     ...      P, 

Bredalbane,    -    -      P. 

Aberdeen,     -      -      Tj 

Tankerville,   -    -       P. 

Haxringron,    -    - 


Buckinghamfliire, 
Fitzwilliam,    -    - 
Powis,      -     -     - 
£gremont>     - 
Hertford, 
Ilchefter,  1   - 
Radnor,     -     - 
Spencer, 
Abergavenny, 
Stanhope, 
Vifcount  Hereford, 
Stormont, 
Bolingbroke,  - 
Maynard, 
Hampden, 
Baron  Audley> 
St.  John, 
Clifton,     -     -    - 
Jeynham, 
Craven,     .     .    - 
Kinnaird, 
Boyle,  Earl    of 

Cork,     -    -    - 
Hay,     Earl    of 

Kinnoul,     .    •• 
Cadogan, 
Monfon, 

Montford,  •  - 
Chedworth,  -  - 
Ppnfonby,  Earl 

Befsborough    - 
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Walpoli 


Ld.  Chan- 
cellor. 


Sondes,  -  -  -  P. 
Pelham,  ...  P. 
Lovel,    Eail    of 

Egmont,  -  -  P. 
Vernon,  •  -.  - 
CardifF,  -  -  -  P. 
Hawkc,  ...  P. 
Foley,  .  -  -  P. 
Loughborough,  -  S.  P, 
Southampton,  -  S.P. 
Portchefter,    -    -  S,  P. 

l!)ul<es,  —  — 
Marquifle?,  — 
Earls,      —       — 

Vifcounts,        — 
Baions,         — 
Bilhops,        — 


Rawdoti,       -       -  S.P. 

Carteret, 

Douglas,  Duke  of 

Qu'een{bury,     -      P- 
Malmfbury,    -    -      P» 
Brownlow,     - 
Bifliop  of  Winchefter, 
Bnngor     *      -      * 
Landaff,     -      -     -  S.P. 
Briftol,     -      -      -      P. 
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Thttrfday,   iCjth  Fchruary. 

lL\\t  Lord  Chancellor^  rifing,  obferved  that  it  was  not  with- 
out the  ulmoit  plealure  that  he  felt  it  in  his  power  to  inforru 
the  Houfe  that,  fince  His  Majefty's  phyficians  had  pronoun- 
ced hitn  to  be  in  a  ft  ate  of  convalefccnccj  the  accounts  of  his 
progreffive  improvement  had  daily  increafed,  and  the  lecent 
intelligence  from  Kew  was  fo  favourable  that  he  conceived 
that  every  noble  Lord  would  agree  with  hiro  in  acknowledging 
that  \t  would  be  indecent  to  go  on  with  the  proceedings  in 
which  they  were  engaged,  under  the'prefent  circumflances, 
when  the  principle  of  the  bill  might  polBbly  be  entirely  done 
away.  Every  one  of  their  Lord/hips,  he  was  perfuadeJ, 
would  entertain  the  fame  fentiment  on  the  fame  fubjef^,  and 
amidft  the  general  joy  which  the  happy  and  reafonable  ex- 
pe6lation  of  His  Majefty's  fpeedy  return  muft  occafion,  he 
had  no  doubt  that  the  Houfe  would  cnnfider  it  as  abfolutely 
neceffary  to  wait  a  few  days,  and  until  a  fHller  afcertainment 
of  the  nature  of  the  progrefs  towards  a  perfeA  and  coniplete 
recovery  in  His  Majefty's  health,  before  they  went  farther 
with  the  bill  appointing  a  Regency.  Congratulating  their 
Lordfliips  and  the  country  therefore  on  the  favourable  prof- 
pe6V  of  that  event,  td  which  the  wiflies  ami  prayers  of  all 
His  Majefty's  fubjefts  were  direfled,  he  would  humbly  fnh- 
mit  to  their  Lordfliips  the  propriety  of  the  Committee's  being 
adjourned  until  the  inunediately  eufuing  Tuefday. 

6  Vifcotfflt 
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Vifcount  Stermont  obferved,  that  no  joy  by  which  he  might  Vrfcount 
ave  been  afFefted,  during  any  of  the  happieft  of  the  former  StormoAt. 
loments  of  his  life,  could  furpafs  that  which  he  experienced 
t  the  prefent  hour,  in  which  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  had 
iven  the  Houfe  fuch  ample  reafon  to  indulge  themfelves  in 
le  delightful  hope  that  the  recovery  of  His  Majefly  was  ap* 
reaching*  In  confequence  of  fuch  a  fortunate,  fuch  an  ear* 
eflly  and  nniverfally-defired  event,  it  was  more  than  prob- 
ble  that  the  falvation  of  the  country  would  become  perma* 
ently  fecuied.  Although  Regencies  were  expedients  which 
lie  neceffity  of  the  cafe  might  require,  yet  every  perfon  who 
ad  been  accuftomed  juftly  to  appreciate  their  political  cfFe^ls,- 
11] fl  naturally  fuppofe  that  the  lefs  often  they  occurred  the 
etter.  With  regard  to  the  prefent  Regency  bill,  he  muft 
ake  the  liberty  of  ftating,  that  he  conddered  it  as  an  ago^ra- 
ation  of  the  calamity  with  which  the  country  had  been  afflic- 
ed.  He  rejoiced  therefore  for  himfelf,  who,  if  the  favourable 
irofpedl  that  had  been  opened  to  them  by  the  noble  and 
earned  Lord,  (hould  le  realized,  would  find  himfelf  deliver- 
;d  from  the  hard  duty  which  the  neceffity  of  the  cafe  would 
lave  impofed  on  him,  and  which  nothing  but  a  neceffity  fo 
irgent  could  have  induced  him  toondertake.  Even  under 
he  difficult  >ndembarraffingcircumftances,  prefcribed  by  the 
)refent  bill,  he  was  convinced  that  tlie  Prince  of  Wales  would 
lave  fhewn  at  leaft  an  earneft  of  that  political  wifdom  and 
onftitutional  zeal,  which  might  be  expedled  from  him, 
vhen  he  fhould  in  confequence  of  the  courfe  of  nature,  inci- 
lental  as  much  to  fovereigns  as  to  all  mankind,  afcend  into 
he  throne.  It  was  reafonable  to  expe6^  that  his  eyes  would 
»e  clofed  lon:^  before  that  time  arrived,  but  there  were  Lords 
irefent  who  might  live  to  fee  the  day  to  which  he  alluded, 
nd  who,  he  had  no  doubt,  would  feel  the  benefit,  and  ac- 
:nowledge  the  truth  of  his  predifiion.  Upon  this  occafion 
le  felt  himfelf  juftified  in  repeating  hisobfervation  f  which  ht 
lad  thrown  out  the  preceding  evening  in  geneial  drgument) 
hat  thofe  who  had  the  government  of  the  country  in  their 
lands,  and  who  knew  the  real  Aate  and  prefTure  of  affairs, 
joth  at  home  and  abroad,  much  better  than  all  perfons  out  of 
iffice,  muft  take  upon  themfelves  to  anfwer  for  every  incon- 
venience which  might  arife  from  the  prefent,  or  any  future 
lelay.  They  mufi  be  refponfible  for  the  cor.fequences ;  con- 
idering  therefore  that  this  was  fair  to  fuggeft  at  that  moment, 
ind  that  it  would  be  allowed  that  it  was  fo,  he  (houKI  cj^ear- 
ully  give  his  confent  to  the  motion  of  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord,  and  to  every  delay  which  might  be  propofed. 

His  Royal  Highnefs  the  Duke  of  T&ri  rofe  next,  and  faid,  Duke  of 
[  truft  your  Lordflnps  will  do  me  thejuftice  to  believe  that    York, 
10  perfon  in  the  Houfe  could  feel  a  more  fcnfitive  pleafure 

than 


ciaae  lo  rne  nouie,  in  wnicn  i  pcrieciiy  concur. 

I  Ihoulil  have  had  great  fatufaiflion  in  making  the  fsme 
coihniunjcatian  In  your  Lordfhips,  had  I  happily  been enabloi 
to  do  it  from  any  certain  information. 

Iniprefled  ak  the  minils  of  the  public  were  from  the  favour- 
able reports  which  had  been  given  them,  1  thought  It  my 
duty  yeflerJay  to  requeft  admiiiion  to  His  Majefty's  prefeiice; 
from  reafons,  however,  which  might  be  deemed  at  that  tiiM 
juftifiahle,  I  was  denied  that  fatisfaflion. 

From  the  knowledge  1  have  of  rtiy  Roya!  brother's  feoti- 
mentF,  (although  I  can  have  had  no  kino  of  commtinicauaD 
with  him  on  a  fubjeft  Co  unexpectedly  brought  forward)  I  ia 
convinced  that  he  will  feel  equal,  if  not  greater  pleafure  thin 
myfelf,  from  the  fatisfaflory  hojie  of  His  Majefty's  recovery ; 
as  it  mull  relieve  him  from  the  cmbarrafTmcnCs  in  whicli  \,t 
would  otherwife  have  been  placed,  and  which  nothing  but  j 
ftrongfenfe  of  his  duty  to  the  Public  would  poffibly  have  in- 
duced him  to  undertake. 

ft  may  alfo  prove  the  .liappy  means  of  refcuing  me  from 
a  refponfible  fituation,  to  which  refponfibility  cannot  be  le- 
gally annexed,  but  to  which  the  Great  Seal  might  have  ken 
affixed. 

The  Committee  Was  adjourned  to  the  enfuing  Tueflay, 
Hai  the  Houle  rofe. 

Tuefday,  24/A  Fthrtrary. 

The  order  of  the  day  being  read  for  the  Houle  to  refolve 

itfelf  into  a  Committee  on  the  farther  confideratioa  of  ilic 

bill,  entitled,  "  An  aft  to  provide  for  the  care  of  His  Mi- 

*•  jefty's  Royal  perfon,  and  for  the  Adminidration  of  tbe 

'*•  Royal  authority  during  the  continuance  of  HisMajeJIy's 

■«  illnefs." 

U.Chan-      The  Lord  ChanctUer  having  premifed,  that  every  ftate- 

eellor.    inent,  allufive  to  the  flrongeft  probability  of  the  fpeedily 

■approaching  recovery  of  His  Majefty,  warranted  his  pre- 

fuming  that  the  fame  reafons  which  before  a£luated  th«r 

Xordfliips,  and  induced  them  to  adjourn  on  the  preceding 

Tuefday,  would   prevail  for  a    farther  delay,  moved  to  ail- 

journ  until  the  Monday  following. 

Duke  oi       The  Duke  of  Norfo.k  remarked,  that  as  the  noble  and 

.Nerfolk.    learAed  Lord  had  enjoyed  the  honour  of  being  perfonally 

admitted  into  the  Royal  prefence,  his  Aatement  muil  come 

before  the  Houfe  with  irrefiftible  authority,  not-withftinding 

that  no  regular  evidence  appeared  to  contradiift  the  tefli- 

mony  of  His  Majefty's  phyficians  delivered  formally  up^ 

their  examination.  It  was,  however,  his  wifh  to  be  iiwormw 

what 
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rhat  were  .the  prefent  appearances  of  His  Majefty's  healthy 
iid  if  His  Majefty  fhould  continue  in  the  fame  progrefTive 
ate  of  amendment,  though  not  able  to  take  upon  himfelf  the 
flual  bufinefs  of  the  regal  flation,  what  fteps  would  be  to  be 
urfued  aft^r  the  period  of  adjournment  propofed,  and  whe- 
ler  another  examination  .of  His  Majefty's  phyiicians  would 
ike  place? 

The  Lord  Chancellor  anfwered,  that,  as  far  as  his  appre-  Ld.Chi»* 
enfion  and  judgement  (not  being  a  phyfician,  nor  convert  ccllor. 
^nt  with  fuch  fubjefts)  could  enable  him  to  form  an  opinion 
f  His  Majefty*s  underftanding,  the  pofture  of  His  Ma- 
yfly's mind  appeared  to  be  clear  and  di(lin£t.  Perhaps  he 
/as  the  bed  perfon  to  put  fuch  a  qiaeftion  to,  becaufe,  not 
aving  the  opportunity  of  being  near  His  Majefty*s  perfon, 
e  had  apprehended  more  for  His  Majefly  than  it  now  app- 
eared had  been  abfolutely  necefTary,  and  thence  it  was  that 
e  had  from  time  to  time  received. much  confolation  from 
he  reports  of  thofe  moft  competent  to  give  him  informa- 
ion  upon  the  fubjeft.  With  refpedl  to  the  late  interviews 
vhich  His  Majefty  had  commanded  him  to  have  with  him, 
le  had  been  in  his  prefence,  at  one  time,  for  an  hour  and  a 
[uarter,  and  that  day  for  a  fall  hour;  during  both  which 
imes  he  had  found  the  pofture  of  His  Majefty's  mind  to  b« 
lear  and  difiin£l :  fo  much  fo,  that  he  appeared  to  be  per- 
edlly  capable  of  converfing  on  any  fubje<^  .which  might  be 
>ropofed  to  him. 

l^he  Houfe  adjourned. 

Monday^  id  March* 

The  Lord  Chancellor  obferved,  that  as  the  ftate  of  HisLd.Chaa- 
Vlajefty's  health  became  daily  more  and  more  favourable,    cellor, 
md  as  it  was  neceflary  for  its  perfect  re-eftabliihment  that 
he  preflure  of  public  bufinefs  fhould  come  upon  him  as 
Gradually  as  pofUble,  he  fhould  move  that  the  Houfe  do  ad- 
ourn  to  the  enfuing  Thurfday. 

The  motion  pifred,and  the  Houfe  immediately  adjourned. 

Thurfdayy  yh  Murch. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  having  prevjoufly  remarked,  thatLd.Chaa* 
heir  Lordlhips  had  adjourned  on  the  p recced ing  Monday,  cellor. 
md  indeed  delayed  entering  upon  the  order  which  had  been 
ufl  read,  from  rime  to  time,  under  the  idea  hat  it  was  pro- 
)er  to  afford  His  Majefly  as  much  fpace  for  n  covery,  before 
le  engaged  in  bufinefs,  as  could  be  confiften'  with  the  pref- 
ure  of  public  affairs,  added,  that,  fublequen  ly  to  their  lafl 
idjournment,  His  Majefly  found  his  health  fo  much  better 
^f^ablifhed,  that  he  was  in  hopes  of  commui  ica  ipg  to  that 
3oufe,  on  Ttte  fday  next^  fuch  other  public  bufine is  as  was 

neceffary 


ther  adjourned  to  the  Tuet'ilay  following. 
The  Hoofe  accordingly  adjourned. 

tutfday,   lOlb  March. 

The  Lords  met  according  to  adjournment,  when  i  com- 
minion  from  His  Majefty,  appointing  a  number  of  the  Pm7 
CounfcUors,  or  any  three  of  them,  in  His  Majefty's  name, 
to  deliver  to  both  Houfes  of  Parliament  a  fpeecb  from  Hii 
Majefty,  was  read. 

The  Committee  were  accordingly  fummoned  to  attend, 
and  they  came  up  to  the  bar  accordingly,  when  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  as  one  of  the  Commilljoners,  fpoke  as  follows: 

"  Afy  Lords  and  Grni/emtii, 

"  His  Maiefty  not  thinking  fit  to  be  prefent  here  this  hj 
"  in  his  Royal  perfon,  has  been  pleafed  to  caufe  a  commif- 
"  fion  to  he  iiTued  under  his  great  Teal,  aulhorifing  ind 
"  commanding  the  CommifTioners  who  are  appoinled  hi 
"  former  letters  patent  to  hold  this  Parliament,  to  open  and 
"  declare  certain  farther  caufes  for  holding  the  fame;  which 
"  commtfTion  you  will  now  hear  read." 

And  the  fame  being  read  accordingly,  the  Lord  Chancellor 
then  faid, 

"  Afy  Lords  and  Gtnilemen, 

"  Tn  ob-idiencc  to  His  Majefly's  commands,  and  by  viitot 
"  of  both  Commiflions  already  mentioned  to  you,  {one  of 
"  which  has  now  been  read)  we  proceed  to  lay  before  yon 
"  foch  farther  matter  as  His  Majefty  has  judged  proper  to 
*'  he  now  communicaied  to  his  Parliament. 

"  His  Majefly  being,  by  the  bleffingof  Providence,  hap- 
"  pily  recovered  from  the  fevere  indifpofition  with  whic^i 
"  lie  Ins  been  afflifted ;  and  being  enabled  to  attend  to  tbf 
"  public  affairs  of  his  kirgilnm,  has  commanded  ustocotn'C^ 
"  to  you  his  warmefi  acknowledgrn^ents  for  the  addiiioi'^ 
"  proofs  which  you  have  given  of  your  affeflionate  attach- 
''  ment  to  his  perfon,  and  of  your  zealous  coiicem  fnr  the 
"  honour  and  Interefls  of  his  Crown,  and  the  fccuiiiy  >m 
"  g''Ocl  gnvernmeiit  of  his  dominions. 

"  Tile  interruption  which  has  neccflarily  been  oceifionf^ 
*'  to  the  public  bufinefs  will.  His  Majefly  doubts  not,  affoi- 
"  you  An  additional  incitement  to  apply  yourfelves,  withJJ 
•<  little  delay  as  poflible,  to  the  difFercnt  objcfls  of  nationil 
"  concern  which  require  your  attention. 
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that,  fince  the  clofe  of  the  laft  feflion,  he  has  concluded  at  • 
treaty  of  dcfenfive  alliance  with  his  good  brother  the  King 
of  Pniffia,  copies  of  which  will  be  laid  before  you  :  that 
His  Majefty's  endeavours  were  employed,  during  the  laft 
fummer,  in  conjunflion  with  his  allies,  in  order  to  prevent, 
as  much  as  poffible,  the  extention  of  hoAilities  in  the 
north,  and  to  manifeft  his  defire  of  effedling  a  general  pa- 
cification :  that  no  opportunity  will  be  negledled,  on  his 
part,  to  promote  this  falutary  objeft ;  and  that  he  has,  in 
the  mean  time,  the  fatisfa£lion  of  receiving,  from  all  fo- 
reign Courts,  continued  afTurances  of  their  friendly  difpo- 
fitions  to  this  country. 

•*  Gentlemen  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons, 

«  We  are  commanded  by  His  Majefty  to  acquaint  you, 
^  that  the  eili mates  for  the  current  year  will  forthwith  be 
^  laid  before  you ;  and  that  he  is  peri'uaded  of  your  readinefs 
'  to  make  the  neceflary  provifions  of  the  feverSl  branches  of 
•  the  public  fervice. 

"  My  Lords  and  Gentlemen^ 

**  We  have  it  particularly  in  charge  from  His  Majefty  to 
'*  affure  you,  that  you  cannot  fo  effedtually  meet  the  moft 
=*  earneft  wilh  of  His  Majefty's  heart,  as  by  perfevering  in 
■'  your  uniform  exertions  for  the  public  welfare,  and  by  im- 
'*  proving  every  occafion  to  promote  the  profperity  of  his 
^  faithful  people,  from  whom  His  Majefty  has  received  fuch 
^*  repeated  and  afFefting  marks  of  invariable  zeal,  loyalty, 
"  and  attachment,  and  whofe  happinefs  he  muft  ever  conlider 
"  as  infeparable  from  his  own/' 

After  the  Commons  had  withdrawn  to  their  own  cham- 
ber, the  Lord  Chancellor  again  read  the  fpeech  from  the 
woolfack. 

The  Earl  of  Chejierfield,  now   rifmg,   remarked,  that  he  Earl  of 
felt   it  peculiarly  honourable  to  himfelf  to  be  permitted  to  Chcfter- 
move  an  addrefs,.  which  muft  be  fo  congenial  to  the  feelings  ^^^^* 
of  every  noble  Lord  prefent.^    The  emotions  of  joy  on  the 
happy  recovery  of  His  Majefty  were  fo  generally  fcrlt,  that 
it  would  not  be  neceflary  for  him  to  urge  a  fingle  argument 
for  the  motion  which  he  was  about  to  make  :  its  propriety 
was  manifeft.     By  thecircumftance  of  the  King's  diftreffing 
malady,  their  Lordfhips  had  been  occupied  for  a  confiderable 
time  in  making  provifion  for  the  executive  government ;  hut 
that  bill,  in  which  they  had  proceeded  fo  far,  was  now,  thank 
Heaven,  rendered  unneceffaiy.     They  had  their  King  again; 
and  therefore  there  could  not  be,  in  his  mind,  any  hefitation 
on  the  meafure  now  to  he  taken.  "■  He  fhould  therefore  move, 
that  an  bumble  addrefs  be  prefented  to  His  Majefty,  ftating, 

VOL.XXVL  Ff  "That 
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**  That  His  Majefty*s  moft  dutiful  and iopl  fubje6ls,  the 
^<  Lords  Spiritual  and  Temporal,  in  Parliament  aflembled, 
'^  beg  leave  to  approach  his  Throne,  and  return  him  their 
«  moft  humble  thanks  for  the  gracious  fpeech  which  His 
<<  Majefty  has  commanded  to  be  made  to  both  Houfes  of 
**  Parliament. 

*'  That  they  moft  fincerely  congratulate  His  M:ijefty  on 
"  his  happy  recovery  from  his  late  indifpofition ;  and  upon 
«  his  being  agam  enabled  to  extend  to  the  urgent  concerns  of 
<^  his  kingdoms,  and  to  exercife  perfonally  his  Royal  au* 
•*  authority. 

"  That  they  acknowledge,  with  all  pofllble  thankfulnefs, 
*^  the  good  of  Almighty  God,  in  attending  to  the  prayers  of 
'^  a  loyal,  affeflionate,  and  afili£l^ed  people,  and  in  reftoring 
"  His  Majefty  to  the  wifties  of  his  faithful  fubjeds;  and 
"  that  they  moft  earnefily  hope  that  the  bleffing  of  His  Ma- 
**  jefty's  juft  and  benevolent  Government  may  long  be  con- 
**  tinued  to  them. 

"  1  hat  they  humbly  offer  to  His  Majefty  their  moft  fin- 
**  cerecxpreffions  of  gratitude  for  his  gracious  acceptance  of 
*^  their  heft  endeavours  to  prove  their  zealous  and  affec- 
**  tionate  attachment  to  his  perfon,  and  their  anxious  con- 
**  cern  for  the  honour  and  intereft  of  his  Crown,  and  th^  fe- 
**  curity  and  good  government  of  his  dominions. 

^<  His  Majefty  may  he  aftured,  that  they  will,  without 
*'  delay,  apply  themfclves  to  the  confederation  of  the  dif- 
**  ferent  objeSs  of  national  concern  which  require  their  at- 
*'  tention. 

"  That  they  moft  humbly  thank  His  Majefty  for  the  or- 
"  ders  which  he  has  been  gracioufly  pleafed  to  give  for  lay- 
**  inoj  before  this  Houfe  a  copy  of  the  Treaty  of  Defenfivc 
*^  Alliance  which  His  Majefty  has  concluded  with  the  King 
"  of  Pruffia.  • 

**  That  they  are  fenftble  that  His  Majefty's  endeavours,  in 
"  conjun£tion  with  his  all  if  s,  to  prevent  as  much  as  poflible 
"  theextenfionof  hoftilities  hi  the  North  of  Europe,  and  to 
**  contribute  to  the  reftoration  of  general  tranquillity,  arc 
**  the  natural  refult  of  His  Majcfty*s  known  wifdom  and 
**  humanity  ;  and  they  have  a  full  reliance  on  the  continu- 
<<  ance  of  his  exertions  towards  promoting  fo  falutary  an 
«  objeft. 

<*  That  they  hear  with  fatisfa6lion,  that  His  Majefty  con- 
**  tinues  to  receive  from  all  foreign  Courts  the  ftrongeft 
<<  afturances  of  their  friendly  difpofition  towards  this 
«*  country.  .^ 

"  That  they  are  confcious  that  they  enfureto  themfelves 

**  the  approbation  of  His  Majefty,  when  they  attend  to  the 

^'  public  welfare,  and  to  the  advancement  of  the  profperity  of 

6  ,  "  his 
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•*  his  people,  whofe  zeal,  loyalty,  and  attachment  to  His 
*'  Majefty,  are  the  natural  and  fpontan^ous  effedls  of  their 
•*  uniforn>  experience  of  His  Majefty*s  virtues,  and  of  the 
^'  conftant  bleilings  derived  from  his  mild  and  aufpicious 
•'  government.*' 

Lord  Cathcart  rofe  next,  and  obferved,  that  he  confidered,  Lor4 
as  peculiarly  flattering  tohimfelf,  ihecircumftance  of  fecond-  Cathcart. 
ing  the  motion  of  the  noble  Earl  foi^  the  addrefs;  it  was  a  dif- 
tin£lion  of  which,  on  fuch  a  day*  any  noble  Lord  would  be 
proud.  Though  he  knew  it  to  be  unnecelTary  to  fay  a  fy lia- 
ble, yet  it  was  impofTible  to  fupprefs  the  emotions  of  ecftafy 
with  which  the  heart  was  pregnant  upon  fo  joyful  an  occa- 
fion.  The  emotions  of  gratitude  to  the  Divine  Being  for 
the  mercy  extended  to  the  nation,  were  certainly  beyond  his 
power  to  defcribe.  To  eftimate  them  aright,  noble  Lords 
muft  look  back  and  reflert  on  the  forrow  which  they  felt  on 
the  firll  rumour  of  HisMajefty's  illnefs.  They  muft  refleft 
on  the  dangers  which  they  had  avoided.  1  he  national  bark 
had  been  toft  on  a  moft  tempeftuous  lea,  threatening  every 
inftant  to  dafti  on  the  rocks,  and  from  which  nothing  but  the 
{kill  and  fteadinefs  of  thtir  able  pilot  had  preferved  them. 

Earl  Stanhope  obferved,  that  while  he,  in  common  with  Earl 
every  man  in  and  out  of  that  Houfe,  felt  and  acknowledged  Stanhope, 
the  goodnefs  of  Providence  in  the  reftoratlon  of  His  Ma- 
jefty, a  doubt  occurred  as  to  the  parliamentary  proceeding. 
now  fuggefted*  The  Houfe  had  come  to  an  unanimous  refo- 
lution.  That  His  Majefty  was  rendered  incapable,  by  illnefs, 
from  executing  the  duties  of  his  office;  and  the  two  Houfes 
claimed  a  right,  and  in  confequence  of  tlreir  riglit,  proceeded 
to  make  provifion  for  fupplying  the  deficiency  in  the  execu- 
tive government.  A  bill  was  in  progrefs  through  the  Houfe, 
in  which  there  was  aclaufe,  fpectfying  the  manner  in  which 
His  Majefty  was  to  refume  the  reins  of  government.  1  he 
Queen  and  her  Council  were  to  judge  and  decide  when  His 
Majefty  ftiould  be  capable  of  re-affuming  his  government. 
Now  the  two  Houfes  having  firft,  by  the  examination  of 
phyficians,  afcertained  the  fadJ,  I  hat  the  King  was  incapable, 
and  having,  by  a  claufe  in  the  bill,  declared  their  fenfe  as  to 
the  manner  in  which  the  nation  ftiould  be  fatisfied  of  the  « 
King*s  reftored  powers,  he  wiftied  to  know,  whether  the  pre- 
fent  meafure  was  ftriftly  parliamentary  ?  He  fpoke  only  for 
the  order.  He  had  no  hefitation  in  giving  full  confidence  as 
to  the  fadl  of  His  Majefty's  rellored  he.ilth;  but  it  was  ef- 
fential  that  they  ftiould  a6i  ftrid^ly  in  confonance  to  order. 
If  the  King  could  declare  himfelf  well,  and  of  himfelf  re- 
■  aftume  the  reins  of  government,  why  introduce  the  claufe 
into  the  bill  by  which  the  Queen  and  her  Council  muft  de- 
flare  his  capacity  before  he  could  reaflume  his  authority.    If 

2  Ff  that 
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'that  claufe  was  right,"  furely  the  prefent  meafure  was  wrong. 
Htf  urged  the  Houie  to  avoid  rafhitefs  and  precipitation;  and 
'  he  wiflied  the  prelent  motion  might  be  deferred  juft only  for 
fufiicient  time  to  enable  the  Houie  to  do  away  the  refolution 
that  ilood  on  their  journals. 
LA,  Chaa-  The  Lord  Chancellor  obferved,  that  he  could  not  bear, 
coUor.  without  the  utiD'ft  furprife,  the  noble  tarl  fuggefting  « 
doubt  concerning  the  propriety  of  the  meafure.  With  re- 
{pc6k  to  the  claule  introduced  into  the  bill,  which  was  in  its 
progrefs  through  the  Houfe,  the  noble  Earl  was  miftaken  as 
to  the  principle  on  which  it  was  founded^  and  alfo  as  to  the 
tendency.  In  the  firil  place,  furely,  no  declaration  of  the 
two  Houfes  on  t^ie  occafion  of  the  King's  iUnefs  could  take 
/rom  him  the  right  of  governing;  nor  could  any  claufe  in 
any  fuch  bill  ii^errupt  his  reaiTumption  of  his  powers  on  the 
reiteration  of  his  health.  Neither  was  the  claufe  in  qoeftion, 
nor  the  bill  itfelf,  (a  bill,  all  the  paffages  of  which  he  wifhed 
to  bury  in  everlafting  oblivion,  and  he  took  this  opportunity 
to  fay,  he  trufted,  once  for  all,  that  there  nryer  would  be 
provocation  to  recoil  A  one  paffjge  of  it,  fince  no  one  paf- 
fage  in  it  was  drawn  in  diftruilof  any  of  the  branches  of  the 
Royal  family)  founded  on  the  examination  of  the  phyficians. 
The  meafure  was  founded  on  the  faA  of  the  King's  iilnefs— 
afafi  of  which  Parliament  had  the  bell  teftimony,  namely, 
that  the  King  neither  met  the  Parliament,  nor  ifiued  any 
commifiion  for  the  duty  to  he  eKecuted  by  others,  as  it  had 
been  d  >ne  this  day.  It  was  his  peculiar  duty,  from  his  office, 
to  take  the  King's  pleafure  on  the  fubje£l;  and  he  having 
communicated  to  Parliament,  after  the  )aft  prorogation,  that 
no  commiilion  had  been  iffued,  the  two  Houfes  properly 
took  upon  themfelves  the  talk  of  providing  for  the  emer- 
gency; then,  in  framing  a  temporary  government,  they  in- 
troduced the  claufe  alluded  to  by  the  noble  Earl,  as  they 
thought  it  right  that  thofe  who  were  to  have  the  Govern- 
ment entrufted  to  them,  might  have  it  definitely  determined, 
and  that  there  might  he  no  doubt  on  the  means  in  which  His 
Majefty  was  to  re-affume  the  reins  on  his  refloration  to 
health. 
Earl  E&rl    Stanhope  anfwered,     that,   with    all  the  explana- 

8taaho}>c.  tion  of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord,  he  ftill  doubted  they 
were  not  adling  by  a  difcreet  prudence,  not  by  found  confti- 
tutional  principle.  The  refolution  remained  on  their  jour- 
nals of  the  King's  incapacity.  The  claufe  in  the  hill,  point- 
ing out  what,  in  their  deliberation,  would  be  a  fufficient  tef- 
timony of  the  King's  reftored  healtl"!,  remained;  and  yet,  in 
dire6l  contradi<rtion  to  their  own  declared  fenfe,  they  were  to 
affume  what  ? — the  King's  own  declaration.  He  could  eafily 
imagine  a  variety  of  means  by  which  tlie  two  Houfes  might 

be 
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be  as  compfetely  fatisfled  of  the  King^s  reftored  health,  as 
they  were  of  his  incapacity.  Wliy  not  refort  to  fqme  other 
6bvious  means  ?  What  did  they  do  by  the  plan  now  purfued'? 
1  hey  left  on  the  journals  a  proof  of  this  facl,  that  the  fame 
Minifters  who  thought  it  wife,  becaufe,  perhaps,  fhey 
thought  it  might  better  anfwer  their  purpofes,  made  a  provi- 
iion  that,  in  the  Regent's  adminiftration,  the  JCing'^  capacity 
ihould  be  declared  by  the  Queen  and  her  Council ;  and  that 
this  was  indifpenfably  necefiary  to  fatisfy  the  nation  now, 
depart  from  their  own  courfe,  becaufe  again  it  may  better 
ferve  their  purpofes;  and,  without  doing  away  in -any  man**  ' 

ner  the  refolution  on  the  journals,  make  the  King  adl.  He 
who  was  a  friend  to  MmiAsrs  did  not  mean  to  inHnuate  any 
thmg  againil  their  conduit;  but  certainly  this  conflrudion 
might  be  put  on  their  conduiSl,  and  a  very  alarming  example* 
might  be  given  to  other  Minifters.  The  noble  and  learned 
Lord  miftook  him  :  he  had  made  no  motion,  neither  did  he 
mean  to  make  any. 

The  motion  was  then  put,  and  theaddrefs  voted  nem.  dif^ 

A  Committee  was  appointed  to  draw  up  the  addrefs.  It 
was  reported,  and  agreed  to  accordingly,  and  the  Lords  with 
white  wands  were  ordered  to  attend  His  Majefly  to  know 
when  he  would  be  waited  upon  with  the  addrefs! 

The  Earl  of  Moreton  moved  a  congratulatory  addrefs  to 
the  Queen,  which  was  feconded  by  Lord  Hawke(bury,  and 
agreed  to  unanimoufly. 

ThcL  Houfe  adjourned. 

Wednefday^   \uh  March. 

The  Lords  went  to  Saint  James's  with  the  following  hum- 
ble Addrefs  of  the  Right  Honourable  the  Lords  Spiritual  and 
Temporal,  in  Parliament  aflembled : 

^^  Die  Marth,  10  Martii^  IjSi). 
**  Afoji  gracious  Sovereign^ 

«  We,  your  Majefly's  moft  dutiful  and  loyal  fubjefts,  the 
**  Lords  Spiritual  and  Temporal,  in  Parliament  aflembled, 
"  beg  leave  to  approach  your  Throne,  and  return  you  our 
"  moft  humble  thanks  for  the  gracious  fpeech  which  your 
"  Majefty  has  commanded  to  be  made  to  both  Houfes  of 
"  Parliament. 

"  We  moft  fincerely  congratulate  your  Majefty  on  your 

happy  recovery  from  your  late  indifpofition ;  and  upon 
"  your  being  again  enabled  to  attend-to  the  urgent  concerns 
"  of  your  kingdoms,  and  to  exercife  perfonally  your  Roy^I 
"  authority. 

"  We  acknowledge,  with  all  poflible  thankfulnefs,  the 
**  goodnefs  of  Almighty  God  in  attending  to  the  prayers  of 

<*  a  loyal^ 


a 
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^'  a  loyal,  affedionate,  and  affliSed  people,  and  in  reftoring 
^^  your  Majefty  to  the  wiihes  of  your  faithful  fubjeds ;  and 
<'  we  mofl  earneflly  hope  that  the  bleffing  of  your  Majefiy^s 
*<  juft  and  benevolent  Government  may  long  be  continued 
*'  10  us. 

**  We  humbly  offer  to  your  Majefty  our  mod  fincere  cx- 
'*  preiiions  of  gratitude  for  your  gracious  acceptance  of  our 
'*  beft  endeavours  to  prove  our  zealous  and  affedlio'hate  at- 
'^  tachment  to  your  perfon,  and  our  anxious  concern  for  the 
*'  honour  and  intereft  of  your  Crown,  and  the  fecurity  and 
«*  good  government  of  your  dominions. 

"  Your  Majefty  may  be  aCured^  that  we  will,  without 
^  delay,  apply  ourfelves  to  the  confideration  of  the  different 
"  obje£bs  of  national  concern  which  require  our  attention. 
We  moft  humbly  thank  your  Majefty  for  the  orders 

which  you  have  been  gracioufly  pleafed  to  give  for  laying 
**  before  this  Houfe  a  copy  of  the  Treaty  of  Defenfive  Alli- 
•*  ance  which  your  Majefty  has  concluded  with  the  King  of 
«.  Pruffia. 

♦«  We  are  fenfible  that  your  Majefty*s  endeavours,  in  con* 
'^  junflion  with  your  allies,  to  prevent  as  much  as  poffible 
**  the  extenfion  of  hoftilities  in  the  north  of  Europe,  and  to 
**  contribute  to  the  reftoration  of  general  tranquillity,  arc  the 
"  natural  rcfult  of  your  Majefty's  known  wifdom  and  huma- 
*^  nity;  and  we  have  a  full  reliance  on  the  continuance  of 
"  vour  exertions  towards  promoting  fo  falutary  an  objeS. 

•*  We  hear  with  fatisfadtion,  that  your  Majefty  continues 
**  to  receive  from  all  foreign  Courts  the  ftrongeft  affurances 
**  of  their  friendly  difpofition  towards  this  country. 

"  We  are  confcious.  Sire,  that  we  enfure  ourfelves  the 
**  approbation  of  your  Majefty,  when  we  attend  to  the  pub- 
"  lie  welfare,  and  to  the  aJvanceraent  of  the  profperity  of 
**  your  people,  whofe  zeal,  loyalty,  and  attachment  to  your 
**  Majefty,  are  the  natural  and  fpontaneous  effedls  of  their 
"  uniform  experience  of  your  Majefty*s  virtues,  and  of  the 
**  conftant  bleffings  derived  from  your  mild  and  aufpiciout 
♦*  government." 

Thurfdayy  izth  March. 

The  Earl  of  Salift>ury  prefented  the  anfwef  of  the  King  tt 
the  Addrefs  of  the  Houfe.    It  was  as  follows : 


a 


My  Lords, 


**  This  very  dutiful  and  affeftionate  addrefs  calls  forth  my 

"  warmeft  thanks ;  the  fentiments  expreffed  in  it  have  fo 

"  univerfally  prevailed  among  my  loving  fubje<Sts,  that  they 

"  muft,  if  poffible,  increafe  my  folicitude  for  the  profperity 

**  and  htippinefs  of  this  my  native  country." 

The 
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Tho  Earl  of  Morton  prefented  the  Queen's  anfwer  to  the 
Addrefs  of  Congratulation.  Each  of  thefe  was  read,  and  or-. 
dered  to  be  entered  on  the  journals. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Wednefday^  %th  AprlU 

The  Malt  Bill,  the  Land  Tax  Bill,  and  twelve  other  pub-      ' 
lie  and  private  bills,  received  the  Royal  aflent  by  coinmifTion. 
The  Lords  Commiffioners  who  fat  in  their  robes,  were  the 
Archbilhop  of  Canterbury,  the  Lord  Chancelh>r,  and  Lord 
Sydney. 

As  foon  as  the  Lords  Commiffioners  were  unrobed,  and 
the  Houfe  refumed. 

The  Lord  Chamberlain  acquainted  the  Houfe,  "  That 
"  His  Majefty  had  appointed  Thurfday,  the  23d  of  this  in- 
'^  ilant  April,  to  be  obferved  as  a  day  of  public  thankfgiving 

to  Almighty  God,  for  that  fignal  interpofition  of  his  good 

Providence,  which  had  removed  from  His  Majefty  the  late 
'^  illnefs  with  which  he  had  been  afflided ;  and,  for  the  greater 
**  folemnitv  of  that  day,  His  Majefty  would  go  to  St.  Paul'i 
*'  to  return  thanks  to  Almighty  God  for  the  great  mercy 
^'  which  had  been  extended  to  him." 

It  was  moved,  "  That  this  Houfe  do  attend  His  Majefty 
**  to  St.  Paul's  on  Thurfday,  the  23d  inftant,  being  the  day 
**  appointed  for  a  general  thankfgiving  " 

**  A  motion  was  then  made,  **  That  Sir  William  Cham- 
**  bers,  His  Majefty*s  Surveyor,  do  prepare  convenient  placei 
*^  in  St.  Paul's  •  on  the  day  of  thankfgiving,  for  the  Lords 
*'  not  to  be  mixed  with  others,  and  that  he  do  attehi  this 
'^  Houfe  on  Monday  fe'nnight,  to  give  an  account  of  what 
^  he  hath  done  in  the  premifes.** 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

JVcdnefdajy  ^ld  JpriU 

The  Duke  of  Norfolk  having  fignified  his  intention  of 
propofing  that  the  Lords  fliould  appear  in  St.  Paul's  Church 
upon  the  thankfgiving  day,  in  their  robes,  the  Duke  of  Cum- 
berland afked  the  Lord  Chancellor  to  what  determination  the 
Houfe  had  come  ?  and  being  told  that  there  was  no  motion 
before  the  Houfe,  the  Duke  of  Norfolk  then  obferved  that 
he  would  make  the  motion,  and  immediately  moved,  *'That 
"  the  Lords  do  attend  His  Majefty  on  the  23d  inftant,  at 
"  St.  Paul's,  in  their  robes." 

The  Lard  Chancellor  remarked,  that  the  Houfe  had  gone  t^c  Lord 
by  precedent  relative  to  the  feveral  fteps  proper  to  be  taken  Cliancel- 
upon  an  occafion  like  the  pre(ent  ;  and,  though  it  was  true      lor. 
that  in  Queen  Anne's  time  the  Lords  went  in  their  robes, 

yet 
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^  he  collide  with  certainty,  fayv  that  Hts  Majefty  would 
be  better  pleafed  that  their  Lonlihips  ihould  go  unmbed. 

Thequedion  was  then  pat^  and  carried  in  the  negative. 

The  Duke  of  Norfolk  then  moved  to  have  it  entered  on 
the  journals  of  the  Houfe,  "  That  -upon  this  occafion  it  wsj 
"  not  thought  neceflary  for  the  Lords  to  appear  in  tlieir 
«  robes," 

The*  motion  was  withdrawn. 

As  was  the  propofition  of  the  Duke  that  the  Heratdfr  might 
call  over  the  names  of  the  Lords  as  they  went  into  the 
choir., 

The  Houfe  adjoumedr 

Monday^   \Zth  May^ 

The  order  of  the  day  being  read, 
Earl  Earl  iitanhope  rofe,  and  after  the  prefatory  remark  that 
Stanhope,  ^h^fe  Peers  who  had  been  prefent  when  the  Regency  BHl  was 
in  agitation,  might  recoiled  his  having  ftaCed  to  the  Houfe, 
that  there  wi?re  laws  refpe£ling  religion  upon  the  ftatutebooic 
ftill  nnrepealfed,  which  were  a  difgrace  to  the  country,  and  to 
the  good  fenfe  o£  Parliament,  &id  that  hefhouid  beg  leave  to 
flate  to  their  Lordfhips  about  one- tenth  part  of  the  abfurd 
Ecclefiaflical  liaws  of  this  country^  being  convinced  that  that 
tenth  part  wouM  prove  more  than  fufficient  to  induce  th? 
Houfe  to  adopt  the  bill  which  he  defigned  topropofe,  and' 
which  was,  **  A  bill  for  relieving  members  of  the  church  of 
"  England  from  fundry  penalties  and  difabiiittes,.  to  which, 
**  by  the  laws  now  in  force,  they  may  be  liable,  and- for  cx- 
"  tending  freedom  in  matters  of  religion  to  ail  peribns,  (Fa- 
"  pifts  only  excepted)  and  for  other  purpofes  therein  men- 
'<*  tioned." 

Laws  about  going  to  Church. 

* 

By  the  ifl  of  Eliz  c  2,  fee.  14,  it  is  enafted  that  ^vcrf 
pcrfon  is  to  go  to  church  every  Sunday  and  holiday,  or  to  for- 
feit twelve  pence. 

By  the  23^  of  Eliz.,  c.  i,  fee.  5,  every  perfon  above  fix- 
teen,  not  going  to  church  for  a  month,  to  forfeit  20I.,  and 
fhall  in  twelve  months  be  bound  with  two  fofficient  fureties 
in  200I.,   at  leaft,  for  his  good  behaviour. 

By  fee.  u,  imprifonment  if  he  cannot  pay. 

By  the  35th  of  Eliz.,  c.  i,  fee.  i,  any  perfon  refiifing  to 
go  to  church  to  be  committed  till  he  does  go. 
\  By  the  3d  oT  James  L,  c.  4,  fee.  1 1,  the  20I.  per  month 

(incurred  for  not  going  to  church)  may  be  refufetl,  though 
the  fame  be  legally  tendered,  and  two  parts  out  of  three  of  all 
the  lands,  tenements,  andhereditamentsof  the  ofiender  (hall 
)ke  forfeited  inflead  of  the  faid  20I. 

Br 
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By  fee.  32  and  33,  every  perfon  is  to  pay  lol.  per  months 
for  every  fervant,  for  every  vifitor,  and  alfo  for  the  fcrvant  of 
every  vilitor,  in  his  or  her  houfe,  who  does  not  go  to  church. 

By  fee.  39,  (over  and  above  all  this)  the  JLcclefiaftical 
jart(di£lion  is  referved  td  panifh  all  offenders  againft  this 

aa. 

Here  Earl  Stanhope  declared  that  he  had  felt  the  utmoft 
fatisfa£kion  at  having  heard,  upon  a  former  occafion,  the 
Archbifliop  of  Canteii>ury>  the  Bifhop  of  Saliibury,  and  the 
prefent  Bifhop  of  St.  Afaph,  exprefs  their  difapprobation  of 
thofe  perfecuting  laws. 

Ir  appears  (added  the  Earl)  that  hy  the  6th  chap*  of  St* 
Matthew,  v.  5  and  6,  Chrift,  in  his  incomparable  fennon  on 
t'  e  mount,  faid  unto  his  difciples,  ^'  And  when  thou  prayeft^ 
''  thou  ihalt  not  be  as  the  hypocrites  are,  for  they  love  to 
^^  fiand  praying  in  the  fynagogues,  and  in  the  corners  of  the 
*'  ftreets,  that  they  may  be  leen  by  men.  Verily,  I  fay  unto 
•*  you,  they  have  their  reward. 

<^  But  thou,  when  thou  prayeft,  enter  Into  thy  clofef,  and 
**  when  thou  haft  (hut  thy  door,  prav  to  thy  Father  which- 
^^  is  in  fecret,  and  thy  Father,  who  (eeth  In  fecret,  (hall  re- 
''  ward  thee  openly/*  Now  fuppofe  that  any  confcientiouf 
perfon,  reading  the  (aid  text,  were  to  conceive  it  to  be  his 
duty  to  pray  in  private,  and  not  to  pray  in  public,  and  were 
therefore,  upon  no  occafion,  to  attend  divine  fervice.  By 
the  wicked  and  abfurd  laws  now  in  force,  this  confcientious 
man  would  become  liable  to  the  moft  cruel  eonfequences. 

ift.  He  is  liable  to  fine  to  the  extent  above  mentioned* 

2d.  He  i^  liable  to  imprifonment. 

3d.  By  the  ftatute  of  the  35th  of  Queen  Eliz.,  c.  2,  fee.  89 
he  is  obliged  to  abjure  the  realm  upon  oath,  and  all  the  do- 
minions thereunto  belonging,  for  ever. 

And  4th,  By  fee.  lO.  of  the  fame  ad,  if  fuch  perfon  fhall 
refafe  to  make  fuch  abjuration,  or  after  fuch  abjuration  made^ 
(liall  negled^  to  depart,  or  after  having  departed  he  fhall  come 
into  any  of  His  Majefty's  dominions,  fuch  perfon  (hall  be  ad« 
judged  a  felon,  and  (hall  fufler  death,  as  in  cafes  of  felony, 
without  benefit  of  clergy. 

And  yet  we  boaft  of  the  tolerant  fpirit  of  the  laws  of  £ng« 
land. 

Under  thefe  laws  a  perfon  believing  all  the  dodrines  of 
the  Church  of  England  is  liable  to  fulFer  fuch  puni(hments. 
And  fo  is  a  Proteftant  di(renter,  for  he  cannot  receive  any  re- 
lief from  the  Toleration  Adl,  (of  the  ift  of  William  and 
Mary,  c.  18)  on  account  of  the  ftupid  pcovifo  contained  in 
the  1 6th  fee.  of  tliat  a£k. 

And,  as  a  refinement  upon  cruelty,  it  is  enacted  by  the 
^oth  of  Eliz,,  c.  6,  fee*   I,  a  fon  may  forfeit  his  eftate,  if 
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fettled  upon  him  by  his  (ather^  upon  his  (the  fon^s)  marriage^ 
or  at  any  other  titney  in  cafe  his  £^ther  does  not  go  to  diurchf 
though  he  himfelf  (tl^  fon)  does. 

And  in  order  to  make  the  law  completely  vexations,  it  is 
ena&ed,  by  the  21ft  of  James  i,  c.  4^  fee.  5,  that  any  infor- 
matioUf  fuit,  or  adion,  againft  any  perfon  or  perfons  for  not 
frequenting  dirine  fervicei  may  be  laid  in  any  county^  at  the 
pleafure  of  any  informer. 

Dr.  Burn,  in  his  Eccleflaftical  Law^  vol.  3,  p.  129,  4th 
edition^  fays,  that  ^  He  who  mifies  either  morning  or  even- 
''  ing  prayer,  or  goes  before  the  whole  fervice  is  over,  is  as 
**  much  within  the  ftatute  of  the  ift  of  £liz.,  c»  2^  fee 
^'  14,  as  he  who  is  wholly  abfent.** 

The  ad  of  Parliament  extends  not  only  to  Sundajs  (which 
alone  would  be  fufficiently  abfurd)  hut  alfo  to  feaics  and  ho* 
lidays,  fuch  as  St.  John's,  St.  Thomas%  St.  Bartholomew's, 
St.  Petei^s,  and  other  Saints*  days  and  fefiivab,  and  therefore 
it  is  propofed,  by  the  pre(ent  bill,  to  repeal  laws  of  fuch  ex- 
tieme  adfurdity. 

Laws  about  Fasting. 

By  5  EIlz.  €•  5,  fee.  i  j,  it  is  enafted,  that  it  ihall  aot  be 
laWul  to  eat  any  fle(h  upon  any  days  now  ufu^iliy  obferved 
as  fifh  days,  or  upon  any  Wednefday  now  newly  limited  to 
be  obferved  as  fifh  day,  upon  pain  that  every  perfon  ofiend- 
ing  herein  fhall  forfeit  three  pound  for  every  time  he  fhall 
of^nd;  or  elfe  fuffer  three  months  clofe  imprifonmenr, 
without  bail  or  mainprize* 

By  5  Eliz.  c.  5,  fee.  37.,  it  is  ena£led,  that  <<  fuch  perfons 
^<  as  have,  or  hereafter  fhall  have,  any  lawful  licence  to  eat 
*^  flefh  upon  a  fifh  day,  fhall  be  bound,  by  force  of  this  fia- 
<<  tute,  to  have,  for  every  one  difh  of  flefh,  ferved  to  be  eaten 
<<  at  their  table,  one  ufual  difli  of  fea  fifli  (frefh  or  (alt)  to  be 
<<  likewife  ferved  at  tlie  fame  table,  and  to  be  eaten  or  fpcot, 
^  without  fraud  or  covin." 

From  thecircumftances  of  tfaefe  falls  or  feafts  being  men* 
tioned  in  the  canons  of  the  Church,  and  in  the  rubric  in  the 
book  of  Common  Prayer,  to  be  obferved,  it  muft  naturally  be 
fuppofed,  that  abfbiining  from  flefh,  on  thefe  holy  days,  bad 
fomething  to  do  with  religion ;  the  more  fo  as,  by  the  2d  aud 
3d  Ed.  6,  c.  19,  fee.  5,  the  Archbifhop  of  Canterbury  was 
the  perfon  to  grant  licences  for  the  eating  of  flefh.  But  it  ii 
dire£tly  the  reverfe;  for,  by  the  5th  of  Eliz ,  c.  5,  fee.  19 
and  40,  it  is  enafled  as  follows : 

.  <<  And  becaufe  no  manner  of  perfons  fhall  misjudge  of  the 
<^  intent  of  this  flatute,  limiting  orders  to  eat  fifh,  and  to 
<<  forbear  eating  of  flefh ;  but  that  the  fame  is  purpofely  in- 
^  tended,  and  meant  politically,  for  the  increafe  of  iifhemien 

and 
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*<  and  mariners,  stnd  for  repairing  of  port  towns  and  nayigat* 
*^  tion^  and  not  for  any  fuperftition  to  be  maintained  in  the 
<<  choice  of  meats :  be  it  enafled,  th^t  whofoever  fliaJl,  by 
<<  preaching,  teaching,  writing,  or  open  fpeech,  notify>  that 
<<  any  eating  of  fifh,  or  forbearing  of  flefli,  mentioned  in 
<<  this  ftatute^  is  of  any  neceility  for  the  laving  of  the  foul  of 
^*  man,  or  that  it  is  for  the  fervice  of  God,  any  otherwife 
^*  than  as'other  politic laWs  are  and  be;  that  then  fnch  perfons 
''  11^  all  be  puniflied  as  fpreaders  of  falfe  news  are  and  ought 
*<  to  be."  bo  that  failing  is  not  a  religious  dtity* 

By  fee.  19,  of  the  fame  ftatute,  veal  is  not  to  be  eaten  in 
the  winter  months,  and  no  licence  (fays  the  ftatute)  fliall  be 
given  to  eat  beef  '^  at  any  time  of  the  year.'* 

And  it  is  verv  remarkable,  that  the  two  Archbifliops,  the 
Biihops,  Archdeacons^  and  fo  forth,  ihould  (hj  2  and  j  Ed* 
6)  c.  16,  fee*  6)  havo  fpecial  power  given  thein  to  execute 
the  laws  refpefking  the  eating  of  fifh;  although  thofe  laws 
3re  by  that  very  ftatute,  fee*  i,  declared  to  be  no  other  than 
a  fiihmongei's  reguIation« 

Thefe  ads  of  rariiament  about  eating  of  fifli  are  now  ex- 
pired ;  but  the  eating  of  meat  on  improper  days  is  ftill  an  ec- 
clefiaftical  offence.  And  Lord  Coke  fays  (3  Inft.  200)  that 
<<  before  thefe  a£ts  the  eating  of  fiefli  on  Fridays  was  puniih* 
*<  able  in  the  Eccleliaftical  Court;  as  yet  (adds  Lord  Coke) 
«  it  is.** 

Therefore,  it  is  propofed,  bv  the  prefent  bill,  that  no  pef- 
fon  ftiaU  be  fued  in  any  Eccleuaftical  Court  for  eating  any 
kind  of  meat  on  any  day  of  faftingor  of  abftinence. 

Laws  ABoitt  RiTEs,  Excommunication,  &c. 

In  the  33d  article  of  religion  it  is  faid,  <^  that  perfon,  which 
«  by  open  denunciation  of  the  church  is  rightly  cut  off  from 
'^  the  unity  of  the  church  and  excommunicated,  ought  to  be 
<^  taken  ot  the  whole  multitude  of  the  faithful  as  an  heathen 
*^  and  publican,  until  he  be  openly  reconciled  by  penaiKe, 
*^  and  received  into  the  church  by  a  judge  that  hath  authori- 
•*  ty  thereunto.** 

And  Dr.  Burn)  in  his  EccleJiafticat  Law,  (title  Excom- 
munication) fays,  that  '*  Excommunicated  perfons  fliall  be 
'^  inhibited  the  commerce  and  communion  of  the  faithful; 
*'  and  they  who  communicate  with  them  (halt  be  puiiiftied 
'^  by  ecclefiaftical  cenfure;*"  and  that  hy  commerce  is  meant 
'*  buying  or  felling,  or  other  interchange  of  wares  or  mer- 
^'  chandi^  i^  and  that  <<  where  a  man  is  excommunicated 
<^  by  the  law  of  Holy  Churchy  and  he  fueth  an  a£lion  real 
*^  or  perfonal,  the  defendant  may  plead,  that  he  who  fueth 
^  is  excommunicated  i^  fo  that  no  perfon  excommunicated 
can  recover  a  juft  debtb    Befides  which  a  writ  d€  excommuni^ 
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iato  eaptenJo  may,  in  various  cafes,  be  iflfued  out  agsdnft  the 
perfon  excommunicated,  who  may  be  arrefted  thereupon^  and 
kept  in  prifon. 

There  are  various  cafes  in  which  the  faid  writ  may  iflue, 
and  by  the  ftatuteof  the  5th  of  Eliz.,  c.  23,  fee.  13,  the 
faid  writ  de  excommunicato  capiendo  may  he  awarded  in  various 
cafes,  and,  amongft  others,  in  cafes  of  herefy,  or  error  in 
matters  of  religion  or  dodrine,  or  incontincncy,  or  for  a  pef- 
fon  refufing  to  have  his  child  baptized,  or  for  refuting  to  re- 
ceive the  compunion,  as  received  in  the  church  of  England, 
or  for  refufing  to  come  to  divine  fervice, 

Thefe  Ecciefiaftical  Courts  proceed  without  tlie  interven- 
tion of  a  jury  (thilt  bulwark  of  Englifh  liberty).     In  the  cafe 
of  Allen  Evans,  Efquire,  (the  DiQenter)  Lord  Mansfield,  in 
his  admirable  fpeech  in  the  Houf<^  of  Lords,  faid :  *^  Con- 
^'  fcience  is  not  controllable  by  human  laws,  nor  amenable 
^*  to  human  tribunals.    Perfecution,  or  attempts  to  force 
**  confcience,  will  never  produce  conviflion;  and  are  only 
**  calculated  to  make  hypocrites  or  martyrs.    There  never 
*'  was  a  fingle  inftance,  (fays  Lord  Mansfield)  from   the 
^^  Saxon  times  down  to  our  own,  in  which  a  man  was  ever 
^  punifhed  for  erroneous  opinions  concerning  rites  or  modes 
<*  of  worfhip  but  upon  fome  pofitive  law.    Tne  common 
^<  law  of  England,  which  is  only  common  rrafon  or  afage, 
<*  knows  (fays  Lord  Mansfield)  of  no  profecution  for  mere 
^*  opinions.**    Perfecuting  laws  (fuch  as  thofe  of  the  5th  of 
Kichard  IL,  feflT.  2,  c.  5,  and  the  2d  of  Henry  4,  c.  15,  and 
the  3 1 fl:  of  Henry  8,  c.  14,  &c.)  were  gradually  introduced, 
and  by  means  ot  the  writ  Je  haritico  comburendo^  feveral  per- 
fons,  under  pretence  of  herefy,  Were  burnt.     The  faid  writ 
was  taken  away  by  the  29th  of  Charles  2,  chap.  9.   But  that 
a£t  contains  the  following   remarkable  provifo,  videlicit: 
**  Provided  always,  that  nothing  in  this  a£l  fhall  extend,  or 
^*  be  conflrued,  to  take  away  or  abridge  the  jurifdiSion  of 
^*  Proteflant  Archbifhops,  or  Bifhops,  or  any  oiher  Judges 
^^  of  any  Ecclefiaftical  Courts,  in  cafes  of  atheifm,  blafphe- 
*'  my,  herefy,  or  fchifm,  and  other  damnable  dodlrines  and 
**  opinions,  but  that  they  may  proceed  to  puniQi  the  fame  ac- 
**  cording  to  the  Ecclefiaftical  laws,  by  excommunicatibn, 
•*  deprivation,  degradation,  and  other  ecclefiaftical  cenfures, 
•*  not  extending  to  death,  in  fuch  fort,  apd  no  other,  as 
**  they  might  have  done  before  the  making  of  this  ad,  any 
'*  thing  in  this  law  contained  to  the  contrary,  in  any  wife 
•^  notwithftanding.**    Obferve  the  words  "  not  extending  tg 
«^  death  r 
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Law    by    i^hich     Protestakt   Bishops,   &c.    may 
BECOME  Popish  Kecvsants  Convict. 

By  the  30th  of  Charles  2,  ftat.  2}  c,  i,'  fee.  5  and  6,  it  is 
ena^ed,   that  every  Peer  or  member  of  the  Houfe  of  Peers, 
or  Peer  of  Scotland,  or  Peer  of  Ireland,  or  Member  of  the 
Houfe   of  Commons  who  fhall  go  to  court,  without  having 
made  the  declaration  in  the  faid  a£l  contained,  ihall  be  dlf- 
abled  tp  hold  any  o£Bce,  civil  or  military,  or  to  fit  in  Parlia- 
ment, or  to  make  a  proxy  in  the  Houfe  of  Peers,  or  to  fue  or 
ufe  any  adtion  in  law,  or  to  profecute  any  fuit  in  equity,  or 
to  be  guardian  of  any  cliild,  or  executor,  or  adminiftrator  of 
any  perfon,  or  capable  of  any  fegacy  or  deed  of  gift,  and 
fhall  forfeit  5C0I.  and  be  deemed  and  adjudged  a  Popifh  Recu* 
font  Convi^f  (that  is  to  fay)  fhall  be  as  excommunicated, 
ihall  not  come  within  ten  miles  of  London,  and  fliall  not  re- 
move above  five  miles  from  their  habitation  in  the  country. 
Many  members  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  a  majority' of 
'  the  Houfe  of  Lords,  and  perhaps  the  whole  Bench  of  Bifliops, 
are  liable  to  thefe  abfurd  penalties  at  this  moment;  and  any 
perfon  who  has  incurred  thefe  penalties  is  in  a  very  awkward 
fituation  ;  becaufe  the  a£b  makes  it  an  incurable  recufancy, 
unlefs  cured  in  the  very  next  term,  after  fuch  perfon  has  been 
at  court. 

So  that  by  this  law  a  very  lingular  circumftance  has,  per- 
haps, taken  place,  and  the  whole  Bench  of  Proteflant  Bifhops 
may,  perhaps,  be  at  this  moment  Popj/b  Ricufmnts  ConvUl. 
Earl  Stanhope  added  that  if  he  thought  that  the  right  reve- 
rend and  learned  Prelates  would  not  fupport  his  bill,  he  might, 
by  means  of  this  abfurd  law,  clear  tlie  Houfe  of  them,  and 
carry  the  bill  through  in  their  abfence ;  for  they  could  not 
even  vote  by  proxy, 

I^AWS    ABOUT    EXPORTING   WoMEN,    &C. 

By  the  ift  of  James  i,  c.  4,  fee.  8,  no  woman  nor  any 
child  under  21  years  (except  failors  or  fliip  boys,  or  the  ap- 
prentice or  fadlor  of  a  merchant)  ihall  be  permitted  to  pafs 
over  the  feas,  (except  by  licence  of  the  King,  or  of  fix  or 
more  of  the  Privy  Council,  under  their  hands)  on  pain  that 
the  officer  of  the  port  fufFering  any  fuch  to  p.ifs,  fhall  forfeit 
his  .office,  and  his  goods ;  and  on  pain  that  the  owner  of  the 
Ihip  carrying  any  fuch  over  fea,  without  fuch  licence,  fliall 
forfeit  the  (hip  anH  tackle;  and  every  mafter  and  mariner  of 
the  veflel  fhall  forfeit  his  goods,  and  be  imprifoned  for  twelve 
months.  By  fee.  6,  if  the  perfon  going  abroad  be  under  21 
years,  he  ihall  forfeit  all  his  lands,  goods,  money,  and  eftates, 
in  truft  for  him ;  and  the  perfon  (it  any)  who  ihall  fend  any 
fuch  perfon  abroad,  ihall  forfeit  lool.     i\nd  by  fee.  9,   ono 

half 
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half  of  all  fbch  forfeitures  ihall  be  to  the  King,  and  the  other 
half  to  him  who  (hall  fue. 

It  is  therefore  propofed  by  tlie  bill  to  repeal  a  ftatute  which 
l^ould  difgrace  even  Hottentots. 

Canons  br  TdE  Church. 

^he  rigtit  feverend  worthy  and  religious  Prelate,  who 
^efides  over  the  Clergy  of  London,  in  his  letter  to  them  (da- 
ted December  15,  1788)  defcribes  admirably  the  charader 
of  a  true  Chriflain,  and  of  a  candidate  for  holy  orders;  and 
confequently^  the  difpofition^of  mind  which  every  perfoa 
ought  to  pofTefs  wh6  is  a£tually  become  a  pneft. 

•*  He  muft  ((ays  the  Btfliop)  endeavour  to  acquire,  by  nie- 
**  ditoion,  by  refledtion,  by  frequent  and  fervent  prayer, 
•*  that  humility  and-  meeknefs,  that  felf-government  and 
•*  felf-denialj  that  ardent  piety  and  heavenly  mrndednefs, 
♦*  that  unblemiihed  fanftity  of  manners,  and  evangelical  tem- 
**  per  of  foul,  which  his  Heavenly  Mafter  requires  at  his 
^  hands,  and  which  it  muft  be  the  peculiar  buAnefs  of  his 
^  life  to  recommend  to  others,  both  by  his  do6trine  and  his 
**  example.'' 

Thefe  (added  E:irl  Statihope)  are  the  benign  (frindples  of 
the  cl(hircl>  at  prefent ;  let  us  fee  what  were  the  principles  of 
the  church  when  the  perfecuting  laws  were  made. 

The  3d  canon  of  the  church  is,  that  **  Whofoever  (hall 
•*  fereafter  affirm  that  the  church  of  England  is  not  a. true 
^^  and  apoftolical  church,  teaching  and  maintaining  the  doc* 

trines  of  the  apoftles,  let  him  be  excommui.icated  ipfff 

fa^loy  and  not  reftored  but  only  by  the  nrchbifhop,  after 
^  his  repentance  and  public  revocation  of  this  his  wicked 
"error." 

Canon  4.  •*  Whoever  fltall  afiirm  that  the  fofni  of  God's 
^^  worlhip  in  the  chUrch  of  England  containeth  any  thjpg  id 

it  that  is  repugnant  to  the  fcriptures,  let  him  be  excommu- 
nicated ipfifaiio.^^ 

Canon  5.     "  Whoever  ^all  affirm  that  any  of  the  nine 

**  and  thirty  articles  agreed  upon  in  1562,  are,  in  any  part, 

*"  fuperftitious  or  erroneouj,  or  fuch  as  he  may  not,  with  a 

**  good  confcience,  fubfcribe  unto,  let  him  be  excommuni- 

**  cated  iffofano^' 

(That  is  to  fay)  let  him  be,  ipfo  fa^o^  difqnalified  to  be  a 
witnefs  to  aft  as  an  executor,  to  buy  or  to  fell,  to  bring  an 
a£tion  for  the  recovery  of  a  debt,  or  (if  he  dies}  even  to  havt 
chriftian  burial. 

And  by  the  65th  canon,  <*  All  ordinaries  (hall  caiefiilly  fee 
**  and  give  order  that  thofe  who  refufe  to  frecjuent  divuie  fer- 
*•  vice,  or  who  ftand  lawfully  excommunicate,  be  iij  the  pa- 
**  riih  church,  at  tlie  time  of  divine  fervice,  upon  foroe  Sun- 

«  day, 
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^  day,  denounced  and  declared  excommunicate,  that  others 
^  may  be  thereby  both  admonifhed  to  refrain  their  company 
^  and  fociety^  and  excited  the  rather  to  procure  out  a  writ 
^  de  excommunicato  .capUnJcf  (the  confequence  of  which  n 
<<  imprifonment)  thereby  to  reduce  them  into  dup  ordei: 
•*  and  obedience," 

This  16  wonderfplly  like  th^t  chri Aian  huqiility  and  <meek- 
Tiefs  fo  admirably  well  defipribed  by  the  refpedlableand  woi-thy 
Prelate. 

The  115th  4canon  recites  that  ^*The  churchwardens  ate 
^^  fworn  to  prefent  as  well  the  diforders  of  ptrfon^  as  th^ 
^^  common  &me  that  is  fpreiad  abroad  of  thefn/' 

The  canon  tlien  proceeds,  ^*  We  do  admonifh  and  eidioft 
^'  all  Judges,  both  Eccleiviftical  and  Temporal,  (as  they  r^ 
^^  gard  and  reverence  the  fearfi^l  judgement-feat  of  the  HJgli- 
^^  eft  Judge)  that  they  admit  ndt  in  ar.y  of  their  Courts,  any 
^  complaint,  plea,  fuit,  or  fuits  againft  ;9ny  fu^h  chufchr 
<^  wardens,  foi*  making  any  fuch  prefentments,  nor  agaifiA 
**  any  fuch  prefentments,  nor  again^  any  Minifter  for  any 
^^  prefentmisnt  that  he  fiiall  make;   all  tlie  faid  prefentments 

tending  to  the  reftraint  of  (hamele^s  impiety ;  and  coq^" 

dering  that  the  rules  both  ^f  charity  and  government  d^ 

l^refume,  that  they  did  nothing  therein  of  m;aliice|  but  for 
"  the  difcharge  of  their  confciences.* 

This  is  an  hcclefiaftical  Law  which  would  dp  honour  to 
the  Inquifition  itfelf!  fome  of  thefe  canons  of  the  church  tftC9 
as  abfurd  as  others  are  wicked  and  profligate. 

The  7 2d  canon  is,  that  **  No  minifter  fliall,  without  the 
*^  licence  of  the  fiifhop  of  the  diocefe,  under  his  hand  and 
**  feaU  attempt,  upon  any  pretence  whatfoever,  byfaftiog 
^'  and  prayer,  to  caft  out  any  devil  or  devils,  under  pain  of 
^  the  knputation  of  impofture,  or  cofenage,  and  deposition 
**  from  the  miniftry* 

The  73d  canon  is,  that  "  Forafmuch  as  all  conventicles 
^  and  fecret  meetings  of  pricfts  and  m^nifters  have  been  ever 
**  juftly  accounted  very  hurtful  to  the  ftatc  of  the  church, 
'^  wherein  they  live,  we  do  now  ordain  and  cooftitute,  th^t 
."  no  priefts  or  roinifters  of  the  Word  of  God,  nor  any  other 
**  perfons,  ftiall  meet  together  in  any  private  houfe,  or  elfe- 
"  where,  to  confult  upon  any  matter  or  courfe  to  be  taken 
^*  by  them  (or,  upon  their  motion  or  dire£tion,  by  any  other) 
"  which  may  any  way  tend  to  the  impeaching  or  depraving 
"  of  the  doArine  of  the  Church  of  England,  or  of  the  Book 
^*  of  Common  Prayer,  or  of  any  partof  the  government  and 
<<  difcipline  now  eftablifhed  in  the  Church  of  England,  un-* 
"  der  pain  of  excommunication  if/o/afft,*^ 

So  that  any  of  the  Biftiops  themfelves  would  (for  Inftance) 
be  excommunicated //>/«  ya<?o  if  they  were  to  meet  in  any 
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private  houfe,  to  confult  upon  the  propriety  of  altering  the 
7  2d  canon,  refpe£ling  the  devils. 

Earl  Stanhope  here  ohferved,  that  though  the  perfecuting 
ftatutes  which  he  had  mentioned  were  flUl  in  force,  and  moft 
of  them  in  force  even  againft  members  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land, yet,  he  had  the  pleafure  to  inform  the  Houfe,  that  thefe 
Canons  of  1(103,  did  not  bind  either  the  clergy  or  the  laity, 
though  they  were  generally  fuppofed  to  be  binding  upon  the 
clergy. 

In  the  cafe  of  Middleton  and  Croft  (M.  lO.  Geo.  II.)  the 
Court  of  King's  Bench  unanimouily  determined,  that  the  ca- 
nons of  1 6p3  did  not>  by  their  own  force  and  authority,  bind 
the  laity. 

King  James  I.  in  his  ratification,  under  the  great  feal,  of 
thofe  canons,  made  by  the  Convocation  of  the  Clergy,  re- 
cites, as  his  authority  for  ratifying  thofe  canons,  the  ftatute 
of  25th  Henry  VIII.  cap*  19.  But,  when  the  faid  ftatute  is 
examined,  it  appears,  that  it  gives  a  different  authority  from 
that  then  exercifed  by  that  King ;  it  gives  an  authority  to 
ratify  a  revifion  of  old  canons,  which  reviiion  was  enaded 
to  he  madei  not  by  the  Convocation,  but  by  a  Committee, 
half  laymen,  half  clergy:  of  courfe,  the  ratification  was  null 
and  void  in  law.  Consequently,  thofe  canons  are  not  bind- 
ing either  upon  the  laity  or  clergy* 

And  by  1 3th  Charles  II.  cap.  i  a.  fe£t.  5.  it  is  faid,  that 
that  a£t  <^  mall  not  be  conftrued  to  extend  to  confirm  the 
^'  canons  of  1640,  nor  any  of  them,  nor  any  other  eccle* 
<*  fia^ical  laws  or  canons,  not  confirmed,  allowed,  or  ea- 
•<  adted  by  Parliament.** 

Earl  Stanhope  conceived,  that  the  canons  of  the  Church 
of  160^,  were,  therefore,  wafte  paper;  but  they  were  ex- 
tremely ufeful  records,  to  flxew  the  perfecuting  fpiritand  ths 
fupf  rftition  of  thofe  times. 

No  refpv  £1,  continued  Earl  Stanhope,  is  due  to  the  laws 
relative  to  religion  on  account  of  their  antiquity;  for,  when 
we  look  hack  into  the  Statute-book  in  former  times,  we  find 
it  full  of  ahfurdities. 

By  1 8th  Edward  III.  ftat.  3*  c.  2.  it  is  enabled,  <<  that  a 
"  man  marrying  two  wives  or  one  widow  ftiall  be  tried  for 
«  bigamy  in  the  Spiritual  Court,  as  in  the  cafe  of  bailardy," 
fo  that  it  was  equally  penal  to  marry  one  widow  as  to  marry 
two  wives. 

And  Dr.  Burn,  in  his  Ecclefiaflical  Law,  fays,  "  Bigamy 
**  are  they  who  have  married  two  wives  or  more,  or  one 
«  widow.** 

This  adl  of  Edward  III.  is  the  fame  that  was  wittily  called 
by  fome  of  the  wags  of  the  Temple,  "  An  ^A  for  keeping 
•*  widows  at  fliort  commons." 
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By  37  Henry  VIII.  c.  6,  Burning  only  a  frame  of  timber 
is  made  felony  and  death. 

And  by  the  fame  ftatute,  there  are  four  curious  offences, 
by  committing  any  of  which  any  mAi  did  then  incur  on# 
and  the  fame  penalty,  namely,  a  penalty  of  loh  viz. 

!•   For  cutting  out  a  beaft's  tongue. 

2.  For  burning  a  part, 

3.  For  barking  an  apple-tree.     And 

4*  Fprcuttingoff  the  earsof  any  of  His  Majefty's  fufc* 
jedls.  I 

By  1  Edward  VI.  c.  12,  feft,  14,  Peer^  were  allowed  be- 
nefit of  cleigy,  though  they  could  not  read. 

Admirable legiflators,  in  thofedays,  who  could  not  even 
read  ! 

There  were  alfo  various   laws    made  formerly  about 
witches. 

And  the  aft  of  i  James  T.  c.  12,  was  extremely  fevere 
againft  the  fuppofed  offence  of  conjuration^  witchcraft,  for- 
cery,  and  enchantment. 

It  was  by  thofe  laws  made  felony,  without  benefit  of 
clergy,  to  invoke  or  confult  with  any  wicked  and  evil  fpi- 
rit. 

Or  to  covenant  with,  employ,  or  reward  any  goblins, 
^hobgoblins,  and  fo  forth. 

It  was  alfo  felony  and  death  to  make  ufe  of  conjuration  to 
kill  any  perfon,  or  to  raife  dead  bodies  from  their  graves,  for 
the   purpofes  of  charm,    witchcraft,    forcery,  or  enchant-* 
*ment. ' 

It  was  alfo  made  highly  penal  to  ufe  forcery,  in  order  to 
difcover  hidden  treafures,  or  to  rcftore  ftolen  goods  or  to 
hurt  any  beaft,  or  to  ufe  forcery  to  provoke  unlawful  love  ! 

There  was  alfo  another  curious  offence,  which  was  the  en- 
tertaining or  feeding  any  evil  fpirit,  and  it  was  made  felony, 
without  benefit  of  clergy,  to  feed  any  of  thefe  evil  or  wicked 
fplritt,  either  with  animal  or  vegetable  food  ! 

Thefe  laws 'prove  the  folly  andfuperftition  of  thofe  times. 
And  it  is  one  of  the  moil  remarkable  and  (Iriking  fadls  in 
the  whole  Englifh  hiftory,  that  the  canons  of  the  Church, 
the  law  againft  exporting  women,  the  law  to  make  a  man 
forfeit  two-third*  of  his  eftate,  for  not  attending  divine  fer- 
vice,  and  this  famous  law  about  witches,  were  all  made  with-* 
in  three  years  of  the  fame  time ;  and  in  the  beginning  of  the- 
reign  of  that  beaft  and  bigot  King  James  the  Firft. 

ft  was  indeed  a  very  fit  and  a  very  proper  time  to  make 
laws  to  imprifon  men  for  not  going  to  church,  when  laws 
Were  making  againft  the  ufe  or  dead  bodies  in  enchantments, 
or  againft  the  ufe  of  forcery  or  witchcraft  to  provoke  unlaw- 
ful love ! 
Vo^.XXVI.  Hh  And 
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And  it  was  indeed  a  very  fit  and  a  very  prppertinie  to  enafl 
laws  to  deprive  men  of  their  property  toi  not  attending  di- 
vine fervice>  when  laws  were  mailing  4gainf^  invokipg  gob- 
lins and  hobgoblins^  skod  agaii^ft  feeding  any  evil  oc  \|ricked 
fpiiits either  with  fiOi,  flefli,  or  vegetables  ! 

The(e  laws  about  witches  were  not  repealed  till  t\\e  ninth 
year  of  George  IL  and  well  would  it  have  b^nj  if  the  reft 
of  this  defpicable  rubbiih  had  been  fwept  away  at  %hc  fama 
time.     And  that  is  vyha^  is  now  propofed. 

In  the  treaty  of  navigation  and  commerce,  made  between 
Great  Britain  and  France  three  years  agO|  in  the  fifth  article 
it  isexpreflly  flipulated,  that  **  in  matters  of  rel^pn,  tU 
**  fubjecSls  of  the  two  Crowns  fliall  enjoy  perfefl  libwty : 
**  they  fliall  not  be  compelled  to  attend  divine  fervict,  wbe- 
**  ther  in  the  churches  or  eifewhere;  but,  on  the  contrary, 
**  they  (hall  be  permitted,  without  any  moleftation,  toper- 
*^  fonii  the  exercifes  of  their  religioif  in  their  owix  l^ufes, 
*'  and  in  their  own  way/'  ' 

This  is  a  liberal  and  an  admirable  articlj^  in  the  treaty.  But 
how  abfurd  and  how  fcandaloys  it  is,  th^t  all  Engliilik  Pro- 
teflants,  without  exception,  while  they  live  in. this  country, 
are  by  law  debarred  from  that  freedom  in  religion,  which, 
by  that  treaty,  tliey  have  a  rig^lit  to  enjoy  in  Ftanqe,  and 
which  alfo  by  that  treaty,  French  Pap.ifls  have  a  right  toca; 
Joy. in  England! 

Free  invelHgation  if)  matters  of  religion  is  by  variop&lawi 
prohii)ited  ii^  England;  w[hich  is,  beyond  nieafurc,  infarooui, 
and  very  little  congenial  to  the  fentiments  of  fome  of  the 
moft  valuable  and  fefpedbible  Bi/hops  of  thie  preftnt,  age. 
The  prefent  ^iftpp  ^f  Lincoln  (Prctymap)  in  his  ferropn 
preached  before  the  Houle  of  Lords  on  the  3Cth  of  January 
Lft,  fays,  "  Thofe  who  required  a  tame^  fMb^iffion  to  the 
*'  arbitrary  commandj^  of  fecular.  authority,  enjoined  tliff 
,  *^  fame  blind  compliance,  in  matters  of  religious  faith  and 

"  j)ra6lice;  and,  on  the  other  hand,  tbpfe  who  have  been 
•*  ntoft  vvifely  zealous  in  the  caufe  of  public  liberty,  have 
**  recommended  the  ftudy  of  our  holy  religiqn,  and  af- 
**  ferted  the  right  of  private  judgement ;  being  convinced, 
**  that  where  the  fpirit  of  the  Lord  is,  there?  is  liberty." 

Earl   Stanhope  added,  that  he  entirely   agreed  wjth  th«. 
worthy  Prelate  in  that  important  principle  ;  and  th^t  it  was 
upon  that  very  principle  that  the  whole  of  his  prefent  bill 
was  founded. 

His  principle  was,  that  no  nsan  had  any  right  to  opprc/i 
another;  and  that  liberty  of  confciepce,  freedom,  of  invcfti- 
gation  in  matters  of  religion,  and  the  right  of  private  judge- 
ment, were  the  indefeafible  and  unalienable  rights  of  all  man- 
kind ;  and  that  it  was  wholly  upon  that  facred  right  of  pri- 

6  v^w 


A.  tjig.  DEBATES.  i^j 

▼ate  judgement    that    the    Proteftant  religion  itfelf  was 
founded. 

He  then  read  his  intended  bill  through,  clause  by  claufe, 
exjitlaining  cvei*y  part  to  the  Houfe  as  he  proceeded. 

The  bill  ©niafts,  that  no  perfon  fliall  in  any  cafe  be  Fiable 
to  any  fine,  iniprifonofent,  or  o^her  pennlty,  or  to  inc  ur  any 
disability  whatfoever,  or  to  befued  or  profeciited  in  any  eccle- 
flaftital  or  other  court  for  not  attending  divine  fervice,  or 
for  keeping  or  having  in  his  or  her  houfe  any  fervant  or 
othef  perfon  who  Ihall  not  attend  divine  fervice,  or  wKofliall 
beof  ahy  religion  different  from  that  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land, or  for  eating  any  kind  of  meat  on  any  day  of  fafting 
or  of  abftinence,  or  for  not  conforming  to,  or  for  neglefling 
or  refufing  toohferve  the  rites  arid  ceremonies  of  the  Church 
of  England,  or  miy'of  them. 

The  bill  recite?,  that  Almighty  God  hath  created  the  hu- 
man mind  free;  confequently  the  right  of  private  judgement 
in  matters  refpedling  religion  is,  and  ever  muft  be,  the  un- 
alienable right  of  majikind,  and,  as  fuch,  ought  always  to  be 
holden  facrecl  and  inviolable.  The  bill  therefore  ena6ls,  that 
all  perfons  (Papilts,  on  account  of  their  perfecuting  and 
c^angerous  principles,  only  excepted)  (hall  have  free  liberty 
to.exercife  their  religion  ;  and  by  fjcaking,  writing,  printing, 
and  poiblilhing,  or  by  all  or  any  of  the  ("aid  ways  or  means 
to  invefti^ate  religious  fubjefts;  and  by  p'eachingand  teach- 
ing to  iiiftrudt  perfons  in  the  duties  of  religion,  in  fuch  man- 
ner as  every  fuch  perfon  refpe6\iyely  ftall  judge  the  moft 
conducive  to  promote  virtue,  the  happlnefs  of  fociety,  and 
the  eternal  felicity  of  m'ahkind. 

There  are  eight  ptovifos  in  the  bill. 

ift.  That  nothing  in  this  a6l  Ihall  extend  to  give  relief  to 
Papifts. 

Upon  this  firft  provifo  Earl  Stanhope  expatiated,  concern- 
ing what  he  defcribed  as  the  various  abominable,  execrable, 
and  dangerous  principles  of  Papifts,  which  made  them  unfafe 
citizens  of  the  State.  But  it  was,  he  faid,  with  particular 
fatsfaflion,  that  he  was  in  the  Houfe  the  other  day,  when 
his  noble  friend  near  him  (Lord  Rawdon)  prefented  a  petition 
froni  perfons  ftyling  themfel ves  Catholic  Diffenters,  in  which 
petition  thofe  perfous  utterly  difclaimed,  reprobated,  and 
proteftied  againft  the  principles  of  Popery.  Therefore  it  ap- 
p^red  to  him  juft,  that  the  law  fhould  fome  day  draw  a  line 
of  difcrirtiination  between  the  perfecuting  Papifts,  and  thoft 
wTio  publicly  and  unequivocally  difclaim  all  thofe  abominable 
and  deteftabie  principles. 

The  fecond  provifo  of  the  bill  is,  that  it  dial]  not  repeal 
any  part  of  the  a6i  of  I2th  and  13th  William  III.  chap.  2. 
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3d  provifo.  The  bill  not  to  enable  any  perfon  to  hold  any 
office^  civil  ormilitary,  without  being  duly  qualified^  as  now 
required  by  law. 

Earl  Stanhope  difapproved  of  the  a  A  of  13  Cha.  II.  fee  a. 
ch.  i>  commonly  called  the  Corporation  A£k ;  and  of  the 
a5th  Cha.  II.  ch.  2,  commonly  called  the  Teft  ASt ;  and 
alfo  of  the  16th  Geo.  II.  ch.  30,  which  is  the  New  Teft 
A&i  but  cbfefved,  that  he  wouJd  not  propofe  to  repeal  them 
by  this  bill,  however  much  he  difliked  thofe  laws. 

He  recommended  to  their  Lordfliips  to  read  one  of  the 
beft  written  pamphlets  of  the  prefent  age,  intitled,  "  The 
<^  Right  of  Proteftant  Difleuters  to  a  complete  toleration 
<*  afferted."  * 

4tli  provifo.  The  bill  not  to  extend  to  minifters  of  the 
Church  of  England,  or  perfons  officiating  as  fuch. 

5th  and  6th  provifos.  Perfons  encouraging  yice  or  inamo* 
rality,  or  exciting  others  to  difturb  the  peace,  to  be  po« 
nifhed. 

7th  provifo.  This  aft  not  to  authorize  any  perfon  to 
preach  or  perform  any  religious  ceremony,  except  only  in  a 
private  houfe,  until  the  place  of  fuch  preaching  or  ceremcny 
be  certified. 

8th  provifo.  The  aft  not  to  make  valid  any  marriage 
which  would  not  have  been  valid  before  the  paffing  of  the 

aft. 

The  hill  then  repeals  the  laws  againft  exporting  women 
and  children,  and  the  laws  by  which  Proteftant  Bilhops  may 
be  made  Popifh  recufants  convift, 

Inconclufion,  Earl  Stanhope  remarked,  that  he  might  be 
juftlyaccufed  of  doing  too  little,  but  that  no  man  could  juflly 
accut'ehim  of  doing  too  much;  and  that  laws  not  fit  to  be 
executed  ought  to  be  repealed.  The  laws  which  he  had  men- 
tioned might  be  enforced  not  only  by  the  Church,  but  by  a 
common  informer.  And  he  produced  above  thirty  cafes  in 
which  the  perfecuting  Jaws  refpefting  religion,  had  been  en- 
forced within  the  laft  fix-and-twenty  years. 

Some  of  thefe  cafes  related  to  Catholics,  and  others  to  Pro- 
teftant Diftenters.  How  ftiocking  and  difgufting  it  was  to 
read,  nmongft  tliofe  cafes,  that  poor  men's  tables,  chairs, 
deal  ihelves,  pewter  difties,  bolfters  and  beds,  had  been  fold 
by  public  audcion,  in  order  to  pay  the  penalties  for  not  goinj 
/  to  church.     Others  of  thefe  laws  had  been  enforced  vithia 

the  Lift  ten  years,  and  fome  within  the  laft  twelve  tdontbs. 
No  lattr  than  yefterday,  he  received  a  letter,  inclofing  the 
cafe*  of  a  Proteftant  DifTenter,  who  had  been  prefented  under 
the  laws  of  recufancy  this  very  year. 

•  Printed-  hr  J.  Dcbrctt.  Pi^wdilly. 
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The  bill  was  then  read  a  firft  time^  and  ordered  to  be 
printed. 

The  Hoafe  then  adjourned. 

Friday y  22d  May* 

Vifcount  Stormont  rifing,  obferved,  that  his  principal  mo-  Vifcount 
tive  for  defiring  permifiion  to  trefpafs  upon  the  attention  of  Stormonv^ 
their  Lord/hips,  was,  that  he  might  embrace  the  firft  oppor« 
t unity  of  alking  Minifters  a  iingie  queftion  relative  to  the 
treaty  with  the  King  of  Pruflia,  alluded  to  by  His  Majefi.y  in 
the  fpeech  delivered  in  his  name  on  opening  the  feffion  of 
Parliament,  and  flnce  laid  upon  the  table  by  the  noble  Secret 
tary  of  State,  whom  he  was  happy  to  fee  in  his  place.  The 
queflion  he  wiflied  to  receive  an  anfwer  to  was,  whether  the 
paper  upon  the  table,  entitled,  **  Copy  of  a  defenfive  treaty 
*•  between  V\U  Majefty  George  the  Third,  King  of  Great 
**  Britain,  and  the  King  of  Pruffia,"  ftated  the  whole  of  the 
engagements  into  which  His  Majefty  had  entered  with  the 
King  of  Pruffia,  or  not  ?  The  reafon  of  his  thinking  it  his 
duty  to  put  this  queflion  to  the  noble  Duke  (of  Leeds)  was^ 
the  prevalence  of  certain  rumours  both  at  home  and  abroad^ 
according  to  which,  His  Majefty  had  entered  into  other  en- 
gagements vnrying  in  their  principle,  and  totally  changing 
the  charadler,  tendency,  and  condition  of  the  treaty  on  the 
table,  and  converting  what  was  in  name  a  defenfive  treaty> 
into  a  treaty  of  a  very  oppofite  nature  and  effedl.  Such 
rumours,  Vifcount  btormont  ftated  to  be  likely  to  produce 
confequences  highly  detrimental  to  the  interefls  of  Great 
Britain  if  I'ufFered  to  gain  credit,  and  if  not  contradifled  in 
a  manner  likely  to  carry  with  it  an  adequate  degree  of  weight 
and  authority.  It  was,  he  well  knew,  in  the  difcretion  of* 
His  Majefty's  Minifters  to  lay  any  papers  of  the  nature  of 
that  4ipon  the  table  before  Parliament;  but,  when  they  ufed 
His  Majefty's  name,  and  declared  that  they  had  his  commands 
for  laying  the  copy  of  a  treaty  before  Parliament,  in  purfu- 
ance  of  a  declaration  in  His  Majefty's  fpeech  on  opening  the 
feffion,  they  were  bound  to  lay  the  whole  of  the  treaty  before 
both  Houfes,  and  not  to  withhold  any  part  of  it,  much  lefs 
thofe  parts  which  materially  altered  the  whole/)f  its  purport 
and  tffe&.  The  reafon  of  this  duty  to  Minifters  was  fo  ob- 
vious, that  it  was  unneceffary  for  him  to  detain  the  Houfe  by 
enlarging  uponit^  No  paper  of  public  importance  was  fuh- 
mitted  to  Parliament  with  any  other  view,  than  for  Parlia- 
ment to  form  an  opinion  concerning  it,  and  unlefs  the  whole 
of  the  treaty  was  fubmitted  to  the  confideration  of  the  two 
Houfes,  how  was  it  poffible  for  Parliament  to  form  an  ideai 
refpeding  its  advantages  and  difadvantages  ?  The  noble  Duke, 
from  what  be  bad  fiated>  would>  be  prefusaedj  be  under  very 

little 
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Kttlo  difficulty^n  giving  him  an  anfwer  to  hU  ^ueAioiu  If 
the  copy  of  the  treaty  with  the  King  of  Pruf&a  did  ^(HHain 
the  whole  of  the  engagements  entered  into  between  Great 
Britain  and  Pruffia,  and  the  treaty  was  a  defenfive  treaty, 
properly  fo  called,  the  noble  Duke  s  anfwer  would  be  fliort 
and  eafy,  and  there  would  be  an  end  at  once  of*  the  miichiefs 
which  he  dreads.  If,  on  the  other  hand^  it  fhould  ttkfti 
tfut  thit  other  engagements  had  been  entered  into  between 
His  Majefty  and  the  King  of  Pruflia;  engagements  which 
▼aried  eflentially  from  the  general  complexion  of  the  tifeity 
on  the  table,  and  changed  that,  which  was  in  name  a  dcfen- 
ilve  treaty,  into  a  treaty  ofFenfive  in  its  immediate  effeft^,  and 
likely  to  involve  this  country  in  an  a€iiial  arid  fp^edy  war, 
much  more  would  remain  to  be  faid,  bdth  as  to  the  codduft 
of  Minifters  in  having  advifed  fuch  a  treaty,  and  in  their  dlf- 
jrefpeft  of  Parliament,  in  laying  upon  their  table  a 'matSlated,- 
imperfefl,  incomplete,  and  fallacious  copy  of  a  pafier,  when 
they  had  Ir  in  command  from  His  Majefty  td  fubmit  the 
copy  of  the  treaty  entered  into  between  His  Majefty  and 
the  King  of  Pruffia  ;  and  under  fuch  a  command  they  fi^ere 
IkHind  to  lay  the  whole  of  it  before  the  Houfc. 

It  remained  for  him  to  fay  a  few  words  as  to  the  point  of 
order,  with  regard  to  the  manner  of  his  calling  for  ah  anfwer 
to  the  queftion    that  he  had  flated.     There  were,  as  their 
I^ordfhips  well  knew,  two  parliamentary  modes  of  obtaining 
^  infbrmation  refpe<9^ing  great  and  important  public  confide- 

yations.  The  one  was,  when  the  Honfe  thouglK  proper,  by 
i^drcfs  to  His  Majefty^  to  call  for  particular  information  to 
be  laid  before  them.  When  that  mode  was  adopted,  it  gc- 
netally  anfwered  the  end.  But  it  was  not  always  neceffary 
to  refort  to  it.  Individual  Peers,  as  Members  of  Parliament, 
were  not  under  the  neceffity  of  going  through  the  formality 
ef  addreffing  the  Crown,  but  had  a  right  to  put  queftions  to 
Minifters  in  their  places,  wherever  the  ocCafion  appeared  to 
jiiftify  fuch  perfonal  appeals,  and  it  remained  for  Minifters 
to  exercife  their  own  judgement  and  difcretionj  and  anfW^t 
or  not,  as  they  thought  moft  advifeable.  This  right  their 
'  Lordftiips  dfefrived  from  the  circumftance  of  their  being  liete^ 
ditary  counfellors  of  the  Crown.  Thenceit  waS,  that  every 
one  of  their  Lord fl^,ips  hnd  a  right  to  folicit,  what  nb  one 
of  them  wasintitled  to  command.  That  putting  queftions 
to  Minifters  by  individuals,  was  a  praftice  confonaritto-thc 
ufage  of  Parlihmont,  th^rfe  had  been  fo'many  iriftariceS,  that 
it  was  altogether  unneceflary  for  him  either  to  dwell  upoh  or 
to  repeat  thofe  in  fiances.  Many  queftlons  of  the?  kind  had 
•been  put  to  Minifters  by  individual  Mfemb^rs  of  Parliament, 
and  that  they  had  often  bien  anfwerpd  fati^fiiift'orily,  was  a 
U& beyond difpmcf;    There  wcre-many  n6bk •  Lords  inf^the 
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JjcMlfis,  who  had  been  prefent  when  Minifters,  during  the  late 
yf^Vy  bad  been  a(ked,  what  was  meant  by  the  Spantfli  arma- 
ment which  hjsid,  at  4  particular  period,  put  to  fea  i  On  that 
occafion,  his  late  noUle  friend,  (the  Earl  of  Rochford)  with- 
oi|t  the  fmalleft  difficulty)  had  rifen  and  faid,  that  though 
the  appearance  of  fuch  an  armament  in  the  neighbouring 
feas  was  alarming,  their  Lordfliips  might  reft  aflured  that 
this  country  bad  nothing  to  fear  from  it,  the  obje£^  of  the 
SpaniHi  armament  being  to  go  againft  Algiers ;  a  declaration 
which  the  event  fully  juftified.  There  wtrealfo  noble  Lords 
prefent,  who  miglit  remember  (everal  queftions  which  had 
been  put  to  Miniilers,  while  he  was  necefiarily  abfent,  being 
engaged  at  a,  foreign  Court  at  the  time,  and  Cmilar  queftiona 
had  been  ftated  atter  his  return  to  England,  all  of  them  re* 
lative  to  the  American  war,  and  to  the  conduA  of  fbreiga 
powers  who  had  taken  a  part  againft  Great  Britain,  the.moik 
unprovoked  that  ever  one  country  took  againft  another*. 
Thofe  were  queftions  of  general  policy;  there  was,  however,.* 
a  wide  diftin£lion  between  tliem  and  the  queftion  which  he: 
had  juft  ftated*  The  laft  was  of  a  very  different  nature.  The 
queftion  which  he  had  put  to  the  noble  Duke  related  to  a  pa^< 
per  actually  on  the  table,  which  either  he  or  any  other  indi- 
vidual Feer  comld  bring  under  confideration,  whenever  they* 
thought  proper  to  make  a  motion  for  that  purpofe.  Vifcount: 
Stormont  repeated  his  queftion,  in  order  to  have  it  clearly 
underftood,  declaring  that  he  would  no  longer  detain  their 
Lordfliips  at  prefent,  but  would  hope  for  their  indulgence, 
if  occailon  ftiould  require  him  to  rife  again  and  trouble  their 
Lordfliips  farther.  ' 

The  Duke  of  Lcedsj  having  premifed  ^hat  the  noble  Vif-  Duke  of 
count  had,  with   very   great  propriety,    termed  what  had   Lce^» 
paflTed  a  converfation,  declared,  that  the  part  which  he  Ihould 
take  in  that  converfation  would  be  extremely  ftiort,.  and  he 
fliould  have  been  ferry  if  a  queftion  fo  irregular  as  thatftatedj 
by  the  noble  Vifcount,  could  have  been  made  the  fubjeft  of 
debate.     He  was  the  more  aftoniflied  that  fuch   a    queftioiii 
could  have  come  from  a  noble  Peer,  who  had  been  underftood' 
to  fet  himfelf  up  as  the  oracle  of  every  thing  which  concerned, 
diplomatic  duty  and   etiquette.     Had   the  noble   Vifcount' 
been  himfeif  in  office,  and  fuch  a  queftion  had  been  put  to> 
him,  he  was  perfuaded  that  the  noble  Vifcount  would  have' 
reprobated  it,  and  treated  it  with  the  difdain  which  was  duo: 
to  it.     He  felt  it  to  be  right  to  give  the  queftion  of  the  noble 
Vifcount  no  anfwer  whatever;  and  the  noble  Vifcount  well 
knew,  that  ia  fo  treating  it,  he  did  no  more  than  his  duty 
required.     By  His  Majefty's  command,  he  had  laid  the  pa* 
per  on  the  table,  purporting  to  be  a  copy  of  the  defenfive* 
treaty  entered  into  by  His  Majefty  and  the  King  of  Pruffiai 
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The  Houfe^  he  was  aware,  were  perfcAly  competent  to  take 
that  paper  into  confideration  whenever  they  thought  proper; 
,    and  if  upon  difcuffion  and  examination  it  mould  be  found  to 
contain  any  point  dangerous  to  the  interefts  of  Great  Britaini 
thofe  who  had  advifed  themeafure  were  ready  and  willing  to 
become  refponfible. 
Vifcount       Vifcount  Stormont  begged  leave  to  affbre  the  noble  Dukey 
Stormont.  that  he  pretended  not  to  any  fuperior  importance  from  the 
line  of  life  into  which  he  had  accidentally  happened  to'have 
fallen.     He  had  lived  fome  years  in  the  world,  and  he  might 
bt  fuppofed  not  to  have  lived  altogether  without  obfervation  ; 
;  he  had  alfo  fat  in  Parliament  for  a  long  time,  and  thence  had 

acquired  fome   little  knowledge  of  parliamentary  bufinefs. 
On  the  ground  of  thofe  acquirements  he  flood  not  only  in 
the  prefent  occaGon   but  on  every  other.     Thtf  dodlrines  of 
Minifters,  that  day,  were  altogether  unparliamentary,  and 
there  had  been  times  when  Parliament  would  not  have  en- 
dured them.    With  regard  to  the  treaty  on  the  table,  from 
the  anfweri  or  rather  the  filence,  of  the  noble  Duke,  his 
fears  that  the  rumouis  -prevalent  abroad  were  true,  had  in- 
cre^fed:  dum  tacent^  clamant •     It  was  highly  difrefpedful  to 
Parliament  to  treat  the  Houfein  that  manner.  His  Majeily's 
name  had  been  made  ufe  of,  and   it  had  been  ftated  in  the 
fpeech,  on  the  opening  of  the  feflion,  that  His  Majefty  had 
entered  into  a  defenfive  treaty  with  the  King  of  Pruffia.  The 
Houfe  had  a  right  to  know  the.whole  of  the  treaty,  whether 
it  was  a  defenlive  treaty,    properly  fo  called,  or  whether 
there  were  other  articles  varying  in  principle  and  effeSfrom 
the  treaty,  the  copy  of  which   lay  on  the  table*     Minifteri 
were  bound  to  lay  the  whole  before  Parliament,  or  none; 
becaufe,  otherwife,  they  furnifhed  Parliament  with  an  illu- 
fory  paper,  calculated  not  to  inform  but   to  miflead  them. 
Vifcount  Stormont  entered  into  a  difcuflion  of  the  nature 
of  the  power  polTelled  by  Parliament  over  treaties ;  if  it  were 
a  fubfidiary  treaty,  and  they   difapprovcd  of  its  conditions, 
by  refufing  to  enable  His  Majcfty  to  fulfil  them,  they  couli 
virtually  refcind  it.     He  thanked  Heaven  that  there  vi'^^  an- 
other fort  of  treaty,  over  which  they  liad  no  control  of  that  i 
nature.     It  was  not   fit  tlwt  they  fhould  have  any.    Bot, 
even  there,  if  tliey  did  not  approve  the  terms  of  the  treaty, 
they  could  addrefs  the  Ciown  to  know  who  were  His  Ma- 
jefty-s  advifers,  and  thus  enable  themfelves  to  pafs  a  cenforc 
on  thofe  Minlfters  who  gave  evil  advice  to  their  Sovereign. 
Thedof^rines  of  Minifters,  as  to  theconftrudlion  of  treaties, 
as  exemplified  in  the  prefent  cafe,  were  moll  extraordinary- 
Having  defcribed  the  fads  to  be  an  engagement  with  Pruffij 
and  Holland,  in  cafe  Denmark  did  iiot  confent  to  n^itbhold 

herftipulated  fuccours  from  Ruffia.  to  fiirniih  Sweden  with 
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a  certain  number  of  troops  upon  demand,  Vifcount  Stof- 
mont  hinted,  that  one  condition  was,  that  in  cafe  a  mediation 
was  tendered  to,  and  refufed  by,  the  party  attacked,  they 
became  fuddenly  the  aggreflbr.  This  was,  moft  abfurdly, 
contrary  to  every  principle  of  politics,  hitherto  made  tlie 
ground  and  rule  of  treaties.  After  dwelling  on  what  he  ftatcd 
to  be  a  (ingul2lr  novehy,  he  took  a  view  of  the  difierent  in* 
terefts  of  Great  Britain,  and  tlie  powers  at  war  in  the  North. 
Sweden,  he  defcribed  as  the  favourite  of  the  day,  and  Swe- 
den, he  faid,  he  had  ever  confidered  as  the  natural  ally  of 
France ;  an  ally  eonftantly  fubfidized  by  her.  Denmark 
had  never  done  any  thing  adverfe  to  the  interefts  of  Great 
Britain,  and  yet  we  took  part  ngainft  her.  Ruffia  was  our 
natural  ally,  and  though  a  country  might  not  always  have 
it  in  her  power  to  e£Fe£l  a  reconciliation  with  her  natural  al- 
ly. It  was  always  her  intereft  not  to  do  any  thing  to  widen 
the  breach,  and  render  reconciliation  more  difficult.  He 
was  ever  ready  to  give  Minifters  credit,  when  they  merited 
it.  1  hey  were  intitled  to  praife  for  refcuing  Holland  out  of 
the  arms  of  France,  and  they  did  wifely  in  making  ufe  of 
their  ally,  the  King  of  Pruflia,  for  that  purpofe.  •  But  they 
ought  to  lead  Pruffia,  inftead  of  fuffering  Pruffia  to  draw 
them  into  a  connexion  engaged  in  adhial  war.  He  afl&ed 
whether  the  granting  France  the  port  of  Gottenburg,  at  the 
end  of  the  American  war,  thereby  giving  her  the  command 
of  ftores,  and  enabling  her  to  refit  her  navy  at  a  northern 
port,  adjoining  to  the  mouth  of  the  Baltic,  was  the  peculiar 
mark  of  Sweden's  predileftion  for  this  country,  which  inti- 
tled her  to  be  now  coafidered  by  Great  Britain  with  fuch  par- 
tiality ?  He  declared,  that  he  could  not  but  admire  the  feli- 
city of  France.  He  envied  not  France  her  great  and  power- 
ful refources;  he  envied  her  not  her  able  and  accomplifhed 
Minifter.  The  King  of  France  had  a  right  to  the  benefit  of 
his  own  choice.  He  could  patiently  look  on  her  embarrafl*- 
ments  with  that  fort  of  philofophy  with  which  France  would^ 
doubtlefs,  contemplate  our  difficulties ;-  but  what  he  envied  . 
was,  the  fingular  good  fortune  of  France,  in  having  her  na- 
tural ally  fupported  and  affifted  by  her  natural  foe,  when  (he 
could  not  heifelf  either  affift  or  fupport  her.  In  the  preient 
cafe,  looking  to  future  events,  there  was  a  common  intereft 
between  France  and  Great  Britain,  in  getting  Sweden,  and 
though  there  was  fome  odium,  fome  difficulty,  and  fome  ex- 
pence  in  the  bufinefs,  Great  Britain  ftood  forth  with  a  degree 
of  unexampled  fpirit,  and  defired  to  l^ear  the  odium  and  the 
burden  of  the  whole. 

The  Lwrd  Chanalkr  obferved,  that  if  the  noble  Vifcount's  Ld.  Chta* 
doArine,  that  the  whole  ef  all  treaties  mtift  be  fubmitted  to    ttU«r« 
parliament,  were  once  eftablifbed,  no  treaty  with  fecfet  ar- 
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Xicift  ^oul^  i>^  ent)8re,4  jinto.    He  was  proceeflmg  to  ftate  the 
yqiriQusinildnQe^of  (ucb  treaties  haWingNheen  entered  into  by 
^Grcat  Bhtai^f  Y^hen  he  was  fet  r^hti^y  Vifcount  Stofmonr, 
yfbo  foid'i  h^'   gbje£iiw   was,  that  the  articles  withhoUen 
from  ParliaiinQ9)t  v^ted  the  whole  ^-fe  and  efFef^  of  the  co(>y 
.pf  ^he  treaty  .pr.Qd^ciQd)  and  not  that  they  were  fccret  articles. 
JThe  ]L«ord  Chancellor  r^fumed  his  axginnent,  and  remarked, 
.that  ^ndpu|)tedly  fhe  f>ofition  was  ibmewhat  changed;  he 
.now  uoderftood  the  npble  Vifcount  to  alhide  merely  to  fuch 
£scaret  .articles  of  a  treaty  as  were  founded  in  contrarlent  prin* 
f  jpj^s  to  thpfe  of  the  public  tJ:«aty«    He  SK^tioiied  the  cafe 
in  ^  743,  y^l^)  ^  mption  for  my  addrefs  to  the  Crown  had 
4^n  made  on  the  f^ibjedof  a  treaty,  and  negatived.    The 
/atpe^  he  was  perfuailedi  would  have  been  the  cafe  in  ^he  pre- 
JJBn(  itiftgn^e,  bec^nufe  the  oobie  ViGcouot's  queltion  was  the 
.mo{^  pointedly^  diftiof^iy)  sind  obvioufly  irregular qneft ion, 
that  ever  had  been  put  to  a  Secretary  of  State  in  Parliament, 
,and  if  the  poblpDuke  had  anfwered  it,  he  wqiiid  have  hecn 
gujlty  .of  an  bigh  tplfdenoeanor.     It  was  the  bounden  duty  tif 
^  SQ^.ret9ry  of  $tate  to  dilclofe  oo  nuDre  tf  the  affairs  of  the 
^ecujtjvVfs  Government  pf  His  Majefty,  than  he  had  it  in  His 
jyiajeiJy's.Gpoiipand  tp.ilate  to  the  Houie.     If  the  quellion 
had  l^e<^p  lef?  eytC^ptioQAHe,  and  the  noble  Secretary  of  State 
hafl  i?een  difpofed  to  fav<?ur  the  noble  Vifcount,  on  the  pre- 
fj^iM  occ^fion,  tQ  a  Angular  extent^  all  he  could  have  (fone 
would  hav<s  been  to  have  declared  that  he  would  a&.  His  Ma- 
jefty's  permiflion  to  be  allowed  to  anfwer  the  <]ueftion.    Ex- 
treme caution  was  necejTary  to  be  obferved  in  the  condud  and 
n\an?gement  of  all  negociations  tending  to  fopwarJ  a  great 
'  political  me^fure,  which  the  peculiar  circumftances  of  the 

times  might  rendef  an  object  of  importance ;  and  which  mi^ht 
l)ot  be  the  lefs  fo^  though. it  might  tend  to  create  a  new  ba- 
lance of  power  in  the  North.  He  "was  without  the  power, 
even  rif .  he  bad  the  inclination,  to  oblige  the  noble  Vifeoont, 
by  a  difclpijure  pf  thp  events  to  which  he  liaJ  aliiided ;  hut, 
without  hazard  of  any  thing  but  his  own  judgement,  he  might 
venture  to  allude^  hypoHielically,  to  the  politics  of  tlie 
^^or^h) .  And.tp  put  thp  Cife,  if  matters  were  circum'ftanced  in 
(ucb  p^cul^r.  predicaments,  what  the  probable  confequ€Dcet 
were,  wjj^ich  might  h^.enped^ed^  and  bow  th«  expe^^ticn  of 
thofe  confequences  ought  (o  operate  upon  the  condudl  of  tlirt 
country,  or  any  otl^er  of  the  fputhern  flates  of  Europe.  H* 
here  t04^k  ^.view  of  the  prefent  fituatton  of  affairs  in  tb« 
Nortl\,  ?^^\cl  obferved*  that  there  had  be^i  Staf as,  the  policy 
of  which  was  fo  refined  in  praflice,  that  their  Miaiftcrs  had 
thought,  for  the  faJc.e  of  attairiing  their  end,  it  wasjuftifiabic 
tp  corrupt  fbe  magiftrat^s  of  their  enemies,  and  to  bribe 
their  armies  and  their  leaders.    Thofe  arts  were  npt;flOwnc- 

2  '       **"^^ 


A.  i;89y  DERATES.  n$z 

cefiary  to. be reforted  to;,  but  there  were  fome  ftatefmen  fo 
craft y>  that  they  would  £nd  means  to  get  hold  o£  men  to  ufe 
them  as  inftruments  to  feel  the  pulfe  of  the  public  on  great 
q^ueflions,  when  they  might  wifh  to  know  befnrehaf>d  hbw^ 
they  would  be  taked.  The  higher  and  more  ref peccable  thet 
cbara^ers  thus  worked  upon,,  the  better  the  end  of  the  fecret 
principles  would  be  anfweredi  Various  might  be  the  means' 
reforted  to  for  this  purpofe.  A  paragraph  might  be  firft  ftnt' 
to  the  newfpaper  of  a  particular  complexion,  that  might  ht 
9iade  thegiound-work  of  others,  written  on  both  fules  the 
queflion* 

Other  plans  of furtheringtheobjedl might  bepurfued,  till 
the  rumour  by  thefecaufes  gathering  ftrengtb  might  impref^ 
the  mii)ds  of  men,  who,  not  aware  of  the  cortleqoenc^s,  ' 
n>igbt  introduce  it  into  the  Houfes  of  Parliament,  and  ihus 
in  a  moment  ofunguardedniefs  the'  aim  of  thofe  with  whom^ 
the  wh6le  fcbeme  originated  might  beanfwered.  Certain  htf 
was  that  no  A^ember  of  either  Houfe  would  knowingly  be- 
come the  dupe  of  fuch  pr^dlices,  or  zSt  as  the  inftrument  of 
the  plan  wittingly  itk  the  iirfl:  inftance,  but  through  the  me*-' 
diumof  an  acquaintance  with  foreign  Mini fters,  fromunideii 
that  they  were  more  converfant  in  the  affairs  of  Europe  than' 
other  men,  or  from  fome  other  accidental  circumflance,  they- 
migbt  be  made  the  inftl  uments  in  queftion.  1  he  Lord  Chai>-^ 
cellor  took  notice  of  the  dofirines  with  regard  to  the  con- 
fl;ru£^iqn  of  treaties,  wtiich  the  noble  Vifcouilt  had  imagined 
His  Mi-jefly's  Minifters  difpofed  to  entertain,  and  aiTured  thtf 
noble  Vifcount  that  his  fpecujations  on  that  head  were  all 
founded  in  groundlefs  information*  Before  he  fat  down,  he 
fpoke  of  the  gratitude  of  courts,  and  faid,  the  noble  Vifcount 
(he  i^ould  have  fuppofedjt  from  his  own  experience,  muft' 
have  known  how  little  the  gratitude  of  courts  was  to  be  dew 
peiided  upon  when  the  political  intereft  of  the  day  counter- 
a£ied  it.  The  cement  of  connexion,  even  when  founded 
upon  fui)fidies,  had  often  proved  fo  rotten,'  that  it  would  hold 
together  no  longer  than  the  regular  payment  of  fubfidies. 
With  regard  to  Ruffia  he  declared  he  was  as  anxious  as  the 
npblje  Vifco.unt  to  obtain  an  alliance  with  the  cotirt  of  Pe- 
teriburgh,  but  wh^lt  was  mod  defireable  was  not  always  to  ' 
be  attained,  even  by  courtfhip,'  on  faT  and  honourable  terms, 
and  therefore  wife  Aates  muft  refort  to  that  line  of  conduct 
n^ft  likely  to  conddce  to  attain  their  obje£t. 

Vifcount  Stormoni  anfweied,  that  the  argument  of  the  noble  Vifcouat 
9ud  learned  Lord  did  not  apply  to  the  cafe  of  the  Pruffian  Stormoat. 
tiveaty*    What  he  complained  of  was  not  that  fecfet  Articles  ' 
h;^  Ipieen  kept  back  from  Parliament,  as  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord,  had  at 'firft  imagined,  but  that  the  articles  withholdeH 
varied  fo  much  in  fenfe  and  efie£t  from  the  treaty  on  the 
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table»  that  they  totally  changed  its  nature^  and  therefore  a 
delufion  was  thrown  out  to  Parliament,  who  were  called 
,  upon  to  form  an  opinion  upon  a  matter,  the  moft  eflential 

parts  of  which  were  not  before  them.  With  regard  to  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord's  indnuation,  it  had  not  been  imroe* 
diately  pointed  at  him ;  he  knew  the  charaAers  of  fevcral  of 
the  foreign  Minifiers  to  be  moil  refpe<^able ;  but  the  faiCt  was, 
he  had  not  the  honour  of  being  in  habits  with  foreign  Mini- 
iters,  or  deriving  communications  from  them.  If  he  had  that 
happinefs,  he  fhould  be  proud  of  ftanding  up  in  that  Houfe 
on  the  ground  of  fuch  communications,  and  not  be  in  the 
imalleft  degree  afraid  of  being  coniidered  as  an  inflrument  of 
others.  The  fame  miftake,  and  the  fame  fort  of  infinuation, 
had  been  made  refpefling  him,  in  debate,  when  the  Portugal 
treaty  was  under confideration.  At  that  time,  as  at  prefent, 
he  had  no  connexion  with  foreign  Minifters.  The  noble 
and  learned  Lord  had  remarked,  that  the  ingratitude  of  courts 
was  not  to  be  depended  on,  when  weighed  in  the  fcaleagainft 
their  political  interefts.  Asageneral  maxim,  he  admitted  the 
truth  of  the  obfervation,  fo  coniidered,  the  gratitude  of 
courts  was  not  to  be  relied  on.  Butj  if  there  was  any  thing 
that  cotild  bind  men  who  wore  crowns,  it  was  one  Sovereign 
having  been  enabled  by  another  to  gratify  a  darliVig  inftancd 
of  perfonal  ambition.'  That  fevour  Frtnce  had  conferred  on 
Sweden,  apd  he  could  not  but  conceive  that  it  wduld  belong 
remembered*  The  noble  and  learned  Lord  had  declared  that 
he  wiOied,  as  anxioufly  as  any  man,  that  Great  Britain  could 
regain  her  connection  with  Ru^a^  her  natural  ally ;  but  had 
faid,  that  courtfliip  and  folicitation  Were  not  always*  tbemoft 
ready  qnd  effe£lual  means  of  obtaining  an  alli^nc^  the  moft 
tobedefired.  ^  Undoubtedly  not;  but  furely,  to  widen  the 
breach,  and  render  reconciliatfon  the  more  difficult,  was,  un« 

*  _ 

derfucha  predicament,  neither  wife  nor  politic.  '  To  com- 
pare great  things  with  fmall,  and  to  look  fo  Ibw  as  private 
life  for  an  example :  when  any  man  quarrelled  with  his  na- 
tural friend,  and  wifhed  to  renew  his  friendfliip,  though  he 
might  know  that  fervility  and  courting  Were  tiot  the  moft 
advifeable  means  of  regaining  his  friend's  ^fteem',  would  be 
turn  his  back  upon  his  friend,  and  join  his  natural  enemy 
againfl  him  ?  He  furely  would  be  wifer  than  to  a£l  fo  mad 
a  part.  After  again  ^oing  over  his  former  arguments,  re^ 
probating  the  new  engagements,  which,  he  faid,  there  wai 
every  reafon  to  believe  Miniflers  had  entered  into,  and  quot- 
ing the  Prefident  Montefquieu  to  prove,  that  Britifli  Mini- 
fters had  lefs  occaiion  to  aft  indireftly,  than  Minifters  of 
any  other  court  in  Europe ;   and  thence  inferring,  that  it 

was  the  more  fcandalous  for  them  to  take  part  in  the  caufe 
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m  which  they  had  embarked,  Vifcoant  Stormont  concluded 
his  remarks. 

Xbe  Houfe  adjourned* 

T*uejdaj^  gtb  June» 

•  His  "Majefty  came  in  ftate  to  the  Houfe,  and  being,  in  his 
Royal  robes«  leated  on  the  throne,  wkh  the  ufual  folemnity. 
Sir  Francis  Molyneux,  Gentleman  Ufher  of  the  Black  Rod, 
was  fent  with  a  meilage  from  His  Majefty  to  the  Houfe  of 
Commons,  commanding  their  attendance  in  the  Houfe  of 
Peers. 

As  foon  as  the  new  Speaker,  (Mr.  Addington)  with  the 
Commons,  came  to  the  bar,  he  addrefled  His  Majefty,  flar- 
ing that  he  had  it  in  command  from  the  Commons  of  Eng- 
land to  inform  Hit  Majefty,  that  they  had  done  him  the  ho- 
nour to  elc£k  him  the  Sptaker  of  their  Houfe  of  Parliament, 
and  declaring  that  anxious  as  he  was  to  endeavour  to  juftify 
their  choice,  he  could   not   help  expreiling  great  diftrifft  of 
the  extent  of  his  own  abilities,  which  he  feared  would  not 
prove  adequate  to  the  difcharge  of  the  duties  of  the  high  and 
important  office  to  which  he  had  been  elefted. 
•  The  Lord  Chancellor  declared  His  Majefty's  approbation 
of  the  proceedings  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons  in  theeledlion 
of  a  new  Speaker,  and  of  their  choice,  prefaging,  from  the 
proper  diffidence  of  the. gentleman  elefted,  the  happieft  pro- 
fpefl  of  his  proving  fully  competent  to  the  duties  of  his  of- 
fice, and  not  doubting  but  he  would  be  able  to  difcharge  them 
with  honour  to  himfelf,  advantage  to  the  Houfe  of  Com- 
rhons,  and  credit  to  the  country. 

The  new  Speaker  again  ad^lrefled  His  Majefty,  exprefflng 
in  a  moft  refpeftful  manner  the  grateful  fenfe  which  he  en- 
tertained 01  the  high  honour  conferred  upon  him  by  His  Ma- 
jefty's  moft  gracious  approbation  of  the  choice  of  the  Houfe 
of  Commons;  and  he  aftured  His  Majefty,  that  he  ftiould 
cbnfider  his  unremitting  efforts  to  fupport  the  forms  of  Par- 
liament, and  the  rights  and  privileges  of  the  Houfe,  which 
Were  the  ancient  and  neceflary  bulwarks  of  the  Conftitution, 
as  the  beft  return  he  could  make  for  His  Majefty's  condefcen- 
fion.  Mr;  Addington  added  other  expreffions  fuitable  to  the 
occafion.  ' 

His  Majefty  was  then  pleafed  to  retire,  and  the  Commons 
withdrew. 

The  order  of  the  day  took  place  for  the  fecond  reading  of 
the  bill,  intitled,  •*  An  a6l  for  relieving  the  Members  of  the 
**  Church  of  England  from  fundry  heavy  penalties  and  dif- 
"  abilities,  to  which,  by  the  laws  now  in  force,  they  may 
**  be  liable,  and  for  extending  freedom  in  matters  of  religion 
""'-^  •'•••/••■,       ...         ••      .    •  -"to 
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f'  toi^U  pcrfons,  Papifts  only  ei^c^pted,  and; for  ©tberBur- 

**  pofes  therein  mehtioned.'* 
Abp.  of       The  Archbifhop  of  Canterbury  confjqed  his  obfcrvationj 
Canter-    chiefly  tp  the  firft  claufe  for  repe;i!rng  the  penalties  impoied 
bury,      by  law  on   perfons  not  going  ta  church,  and  to  the  fecond, 
'  SLVthorizing  free  liberty. to  all.  perfpns,  PapiJis  aloneeaccepted, 
to  e^cercife  their  rpligioo,  and  by  fpeaking,  v^riting,  printings 
or  publifhingi  or  by  all  or  any  of  the  f^id  ^ay$  apd  means^ 
to  in^veftig^jtc  rcIigious4'ttbjedts,  and  by  preaching  and.teach- 
ing  tp  iniirujS  perl'ons  in  ihe.  duties  of  religion  in  fuch  man- 
ner as  every  fuch  perfon  fliall  judge  moft  conducive  to  pro- 
ipote  virtue, .  the  happinefs  of  fociety,  and  the«eterfial  felicity 
of  mankind.     He  remai:ked>  that  the  words  of  it.  were  10 
broad)  that  they  would  ferve  to  cover  every.-  fpeciea  of  irrc- 
ligion,  and  to  countenance  every  effort  to  tlifgrace  Chrifli- 
anity.     He  pointed  it.  out  a$  a  fingulajr,  circumftance,  that 
the  word.  Chrlftianity  was  nev^r  onv  e  introduced  in  the  wihole 
cjaufe;  and. contended,  that  the  very  foundations  of  the  reli- 
glpp  by  law  eAabli/hed  might  be  undermined  apd  ovei^tl^rown 
under  the  indej^niteJicentiouOiefs  which  the  claufe  migbtbe 
conftrued  to  fand^ion.     He  put  a  variety  cf  queftions,  tp  ilr 
lufirate  the  dangerous  loofenefs  of  the  wording  of  the  ciau/e, 
and  fo  Aiew.  that;  there  was. an  efTential  difference,  and  a  wide 
diftindlion  between  free  inveftig^ttion  and  the  propagation  of 
fuch  opinions  as  migbt  be  the  refu^t  of  fuch  inve&gaUon? 
As  the  Jaw  flood  at  prefent,  every  njah  was  at  full  liberty  to 
invefligate  religious  topics;  but  he  contended,  ths^t  if  unre« 
(trained  .fpeakingi  writing,  printing,  and  puhli/liing, of  reli- 
gious opinions,  were  permitted,  there  was.  fcarcely   a  mif? 
chief  to  the  Ghnrcb>  or  to  civil  fociety,  that  iroagjiiatipn 
cpuld.  form  an  idea  of,  which  might  not  be  efiecled«     I£  the 
enemy  of  Chriilianity  might  be  at  liberty  to  pcopagate  his 
pernicious  arguments,  grouncjed  in  error  and  coloured  with 
confuminate  ar^,  what  impreffion  might  they  not  make  oa 
the,  ignpraiU.  and  lower  ranks  of  mankind?  Ifamailihpul4 
entertain  fo  unfortunate  ap  opinion  as  thejdifbelief  of  tbeex- 
iftence  of  a  God,  and  flipuld.  imagine  tijat  God's  being  was 
a  fnere  ficl.ion,  and  if  he  were  fincere  in  this  unfortun^lje  opi- 
nion, was  he,  under  the  wonling  of  the  prefent  cl^nfe,  tp 
be  at  liberty  to  defleminate  fo  dangerous  and  uncomfor^aHq 
a  Jodtrine  t  Suppofe  another  were  to  profefs  himfi^a  ilrong 
admirer  of  morality,  but  an  enemy  to  all  religion,  wa&he  to 
ho  allowed  to  fpread  abroad  fuch  pro^iEon  ?  Let  ^heir  Lord- 
fliips  recolleiSl,  that  it  was  the  common  artifice  of  the  A- 
theiQs  of  old,  to  refor);  to  that  mod^  of  .imppiitipn  •  on  tl^e 
minds  of  the  b^Uc  of  mankind,  and  it  was  but  too  obvious 
that  there,  were  many  who  might,  be  deluded  by  fucb  fopbif- 
trjp  .  The  Archbilhop  entered  much  at  large  into  the  diicut- 
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*fion  of  the  danger  wWch  miglit  refult  from  fuftering  men 
whether   they  afted  from  motives  truly  confcientious,  or 
from  fraud  and  intended  fallacy,  to  d^ffeminate  doctrines  and 
opinions,  the  propagation  of  which  muft  neceflarily  tend  to 
weaken  the  credit  of  the  Chrlftian  religion,  to  endanger  the     ' 
fecurity  of  the  eilablifhed  Church,  and  to  divide  and  diftraft 
the  Cent  1  men rs  and  minds  of  mankind  in  general  upon  fub- 
jefts  the  moft  ferioiis  and  themoft  important ;  fubjects  upon 
which  the  tranquillity,  happinefs,  and  fafety  of  fociety  effea- 
tially  depended.     In  the  courfeof  his  fpfeech,  the  Archhlfliop 
referred  to  the  condu6^  of  our  ancedors  with  refp^St  to  thefe 
iuhje<5^s,  and  ftewed   that  they  had  uniformly  afled  upon 
principles  of  prudence,  and  bf  neceffary  caution  againft  ob- 
vious danger.     He  inftanced  the  profecution  of  a  Member 
of  Sidney  College,  Cambridge,  (to  be  found  in  Sir  John 
Strangers  Reports)  who  had  been  convi£led  of  blafphemy,  iii 
a  diicufiion  of  the  miracles  of  our  Saviour,  which,  under  a 
pretence  of  Arguing  fdr  the  honour  of  Chriftianity,  and  in 
defence  of  the  Proteftant  religion,  he  had  chofen  to  treat 
with  the  higheft  degree  of  ridicule.     In  that  cafe  the  offender 
Was  'fined  twehty-five  pounds,  imprifoned  for  a  year,  and 
obliged  to  find  fecurity  for  his. good  behaviour  for  life.  The 
*Archbifhop  added,  that  he  m^ght  haye  been  juftified,  had  he 
fbreborne  to  touch  upon  the  clauf^s  of  the  bill,  and  conterited 
himfelf  folely  with  adverting  to  its  {)rihciple,  and  objefling 
to  the  repeal  of  fo  tuany  ftatuties,  without  even  afpecific  re- 
ference to  their  titles  and  defcriptions,  which  he  conCdered 
to  be  a  mode  equally  unparliamentary  and  improper.     If  the 
Atheift  were  to  bei  alfowed  to  defend  his  atheifm  by  argument, 
he  faw  no  rerfon  why   the  thief  might  not  be  permitted  to 
reafon  in  behalf  of  theft,  the  burglarer  of  burglary,  the  fe- 
ducfer  of  fedu£Hbri,  the  murderer  of  murder,  and  the  traitor 
6{  treafon.     Therefore,  although  he  was  ready  to  allow,  that 
there  were  on  the  Statute  books  fbme  adls  of  Parliament  of 
a  perfecuting  fpirit  in  matters  of  religion,  which  had  better 
be  repealed,  and  as  willing  as  any  man  to  agree  to  their  re- 
peal, he  could  not  but  profefs  himfelf  to  be  againft  the  pre* 
fcht  bill's  proceeding  any  farther. 

The  Bilhop  of  Bangor  (Dr.  Warren)  rofe  next,  and,  in  BIAop  of 
tjie  firft  place,  confidered  tfie  relief  which  this  bill  propofed  Bangor, 
to  give  members  of  the  Church  of  England,  from  the  penal- 
ties to  whrch  tbey  were  liable  by  certain  laws  now  in  forcej 
and  with  this  view  6bferved,  that  all  theftatutes  in  the  time 
ot  Queen  Elizabeth  ancljantes  the  Firft,  which  required  per- 
fpns  to  attend  the  public 'ftrvlce  of  the  dhurch,  on  certain 
pairts  and  penaltie.4,  were  Entirely  levelled  at'Papifts,  and, 
accordingly,  vfety  few  profeCut  ions  vrere  to  be  found  againft 
any  members  of  the  Church  of  Ettgiartd.  He  tten'remarked, 

that 
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that  when  the  A<S^  of  Tolaration  pafled,  the  fame  care 
was  takeji  to  oblige  all  perfons  to  attend  public  worfhi^  on 
Sundays,  either  at  church,  or  fome  Proteflant  meeting,  and 
concluded  from  thence,  that  even  at  the  Revolution,  a  peiiod 
fo  friendly  to  religious  liberty,  this  reftraint  was  not'confi- 
.  dered  as  inconfifteiit  with  the  rights  of  private  judgement, 
s  He  then  remarked,  that  it  was  left  to  thcle  days  of  licen- 
tioufnefs  to  call  in  queflicn  the  propriety  and  wifdom  of  thefe 
laws,  which  obliged  perfons  to  frequent  fome  place  of  public 
worftiip  on  Sundays.  The  BifKop  then  proceeded  to  defend 
thefe  laws,  and,  on  thisoccafion,  obferved,  that  it  was  the 
indifpenfable  duty  of  every  man  to  worfhip  God  in  the  church. 
He  mentioned  various  heads  of  argument,  by  which  this  duty 
could  be  proved ;  but  fuch  topics  being  more  fit  for  the 
fchools  than  a  debate  in  the  Houfe  of  Parliament,  he  imagined 
that  he  might  take  it  for  granted,  that  to  worfhip  God  in 
public  was  the  indifpenfable  duty.of  every  man.  The  Bi- 
(hop  then  enumerated  fome  cf  the  advantages  arillng  from 
public  worfliip,  and  obferved,  that  as  all  men  were  obliged 
to  worfliip  God  in  public,  fo  all  men  had  a  right  to  aflemble 
publicly  for  this  purpofe,  and^to  be  protected  by  the  roagi- 
ftrates,  as  long  as  they  held  no  dodlrincs  which  tended  to 
diflurb  the  civil  ilate;  and  when  the  magiArates  went  thus 
far,  it  was  natural  for  him  to  go  one  ftep  farther,  and  pro- 
vide that  public  worfliip  fliould  not  only  be  properly  per- 
formed, but  duly  attend  d,  by  obliging  all  perfons  to  rcfort 
to  fome  place  of  public  worfliip  on  Sundays, 

The  Bifliop  then  obferved,  that  he  fliouId  be  told.that  thif 
iTiode  of  compulfion  was  inconfiftent  with  tliat  freedom  of 
judgement,  which  every  roan  has  a  right  to  ej^ercife  in  mat- 
ters of  religion  ;  and  to  this  objeflion  he  replied,  by  remark- 
ing, that  in  the  prefent  cafe  there  was  no  force  on  the  private 
judgement  of  any  man,  as  no  man  in  this  country  could  be 
compelled  to  attend  any  public  worfliip,  but  what  he  himfelf 
can  confcientioufly  jt^in  in,  fince  he  who  cannot  ccmmuni- 
caie  with  the  eftabliflied  church,  may  refort  to  any  of  the 
congregations  of  the^Proteftant  Diflenters,  and  he  that  can- 
not communicate  with  either,  may  well  be  fuppofed  to  hol4 
doftrines  which  are  contrary  to  the  interefts  of  the  civil  ftatc^ 
and,  as  fuch,  not  fit  to  be  tolerated, 

The  Bifliop  commented  on  fome  other  parts  of  the bil If 
and  proceeded  to  confider,  in  the  fecond  place,  that  part 
which  extended  freedom  in  matters  of  religion  to  all  perfons, 
fapifls  excepted.  Here  he  faid,  that  the  bill  gave  fuch  a  la- 
titude in  fpeaking,  preaching,  writing,  printing,  and  pub- 
lifliing,  on  all  religious  fubjedts,  that  it  verbally  repealed  all 
the  laws  now  in  force  again  ft  infidelity,  profanenefs,  and 
Wafpheroy,  and  in  particular  the  flatute  of  the  9th  and  iciH 
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of  William,  for  the  fupprcfiian  of  blafphemy.    .He,then  far- 
ther remarked,  that  this  ftatute  of  William  wasalmoft  th# 
only  law  by  which  impious  opinions  could  be  punifhed;  and 
that  this  >vould  be  ufclefs^  and  of  no  effeQ^  were  the  bill  novr 
vioder  conAderation  to  pafs  into  a  law«     He  then  obferv^ed, 
thai  there  was  no  room  to  complain  of  too  great  reftraint  be* 
iiig  laid  on  private  judgement  in  matters  of  religion  in  this 
country  if  and  after  this,  proceeded  to  fhew  that  ail  the  re* 
ftraiiits  had  been  long  taken  offi  fuch  as  the  writ  De  Hmretic9 
comburitndo^  the  Schifm  and  Conformity  A£ls,  &c.  &c.   and 
he   concluded  that  there  exifted  no  reftraint  now  on  private 
judgement  in  natters  of  religion,  as  long  as  men  conducted 
themfelves  with  good  order  and  decency  ;  but  that  good  or* 
der  and    decency  could  not  exift,  unlefs  the  ilatute  of  WiU 
Viam,  or  Ibme  law  of  that  kind,  were  fuffered  to  remain  on 
our  fiatute  book. '   The  Biftiop  then  defcribed   the  diforder 
and  confuflon  which  would  inilantly  enfue,  were  this  bill  to 
pafs  ;  and,  on  this  occafion^  alluded  to  a  chapel,  which  was 
opened  many  years  ago,  in  the  eaft  part  of  the  town,   where 
a  clergyman  of  the  name  of  Henley  publicly  preached  blaf- 
phemy for  many   years  together;  and    fo  tender  were  our 
courts  of  pronouncing  a  determination  which   might   bear 
hard  on  private  judgement  in  matters  of  religion,  that  many 
attempts  were  made  to  fupprefs  this  chapel,  and  at  length  it 
was  efFedted.     The  Bifhop  added,  that  were  the  latitude  gt- 
Yen,  propofed  by  this  bill,  we  fhould  have  a  chapel  of  this 
fort  in  every  ftreet. 

After  this,  the  Biihop  aiked  leave  to  digrefs  a  little  from 
tlie  fubjedl  of  this  bill,  in  order  to  give  an  anfwer  to  what 
the  noble  patron  of  this  bill  had  faid  concerning  the  canons 
of  1603,  as  if  they  had  no  authority  to  bind  the  clergy.  This 
the  Bilhop  did  very  briefly,  by  obfervrng,  that  no  canons 
can  have  authority  in  this  country,  unlefs  the  Convocation 
is  fummoned  to  fit,  by  the  King's  writ,  and  proceeds  to  make 
canons  by  his  exprefs  order,  and  then  the  canons  muft  have 
the  Royal  aflent.  The(e  points,  he  obferved,  were  fettled  , 
by  the  25th  of  Henry  the  Eighth,  chap.  19  ;  and  as  the  ca« 
nons  of  1603  were  made,  in  all  tefpe6ls,  conformable  to  this 
ftatute,  they  were  certainly  binding  on  the  clergy  at  the  time 
when  they  were  made.  1  he  a(£t  which  took  away  the  High 
CommiiTion  Court,  took  away  alfo  the  eccleiiaftical  jurifdic- 
tion  from  the  Archbifhops  and  Bifhops,  and  the  operation  of 
thefe  canons  being  fufpended  b]g,thefe  means,  fome  have  ima- 
gined that  they  were  repealed  thereby;  and  fuppofmg  this  to 
be  the  cafe,  yet,  as  this  a£V,  which  aholiftied  the  EccIeHaAi-^ 
ccd  Court,  was  repealed  by  an  a£l  of  Charles  the  Second,  the 
Ecclefiaftical  Court  recovered  its  authority,  and,  together 
with  it,  the  canons.  * 
Vol.  XXVI.  Kl^  The- 
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Bidiop  of      The  Bifliop  of  St.  ^faph  ^Dr.  Halifax)  declared^    that  S- 
^  St.  Afaph.  felt  it  his  indifpenfable  duty  to  reftnie  the  canons  of  the  church 
from  the  harfh  conftruftion  put   upon  them  by  the  n»V-> 
Earl;  and  he  contended  that  the  noble  Earl's  arguments  ir?r- 
grounded  in  a  tnifconception  of  their  purport  and  tendencr. 
He  admitted  that  the  laity  were  not  hound  by  thole  canon/, 
but  aflerted  that  the  clergy  were,  and   affigned  a  vanerv  :^r 
reafons  in  proof  of  hi^  a(l<jrtion.     After  giving  an  anfwer  !:• 
the  v/hole  of  Earl  Stanhope's  fpeech  on  Monday  the  i8rh  cr 
May,    he  adverted  to  the  great  danger  of  innovation  in  m-r- 
ters  of  ferious  importance,  and  after  defcanting  on  the  d.:nr«: 
of  an  hafty  fcpfeal  of  a  long  catalogue  of  ftatutes,  all  t':-:  ^ 
their  import  paffed  at  the  time  with  very  full   and  ^3r-^ 
/  confideration,  ftated,  that  amongft  theLocrians,   if  snTn  n 
propofed  a  new  law,  with  a  view  to  alttrand  annul  the t\''- 
ing  law  of  the  country,  he  was  obliged  t6  have  a  rope  rcj  ' 
Itis  neck,  when  he  ventured  to  bring  for^'ard  his  propofiT  *• 
Bp.  of  St,      TheBifhop  of  5^  David'' s  {Dt^  Horfley)  began  his  !]>,r 
David's,  wllh  acknowledging,  thatat  that  day  laws  exited  whic:.  ^ 
no  credit  to  the  fpirit  of  the  times  in  which  they  were  n^:^-  • 
that  fome  afts  of  Parliament  were  on  the  ftatute  book  wh : 
did  not  merit  to  be  there,  and  that  laws  hreathing  foch  a  \ 
ril  of  perfecution,  would  always  appear  inconfillent  with  : 
mild  religion  which  we  profefled.     He  was  ready  alfotoc  - 
clare,  that  the  peace  of  the  prefent  day,  the  dormancy  d't 
ligious  oppreffion,  the  moderate  temper  of  the  times,  anc  :* 
jiatural  cOnclulion,  that  the  ftatutes  complained  of  wc:^  rx 
likely  to  be  enforced,  in  his  mind,  formed  no  reafon  »^ 
they  fliould  be  fufFer-ed  to  remain.     It  was  fuflScrent  grci- 
for  their  repeal,  that  they  might  be  executed,  whether  t^^ 
were  aflually  executed  or  not,     Thev  were  weapons  iV"-: 
loofe  on  the  ground,  and  fcattered  about,  which  theherJ*  ' 
perfecu-tion^  iTi^gl^t  catch  up  and  ufe  toa  deadly  purpofe.  ti  ^ 
opinion,  therefore,  was,  that  norwithftanding  the  dspmo'^  * 
Tclip;ious  tyranny  fat  at  this  time  fullcn,  filent,   nnd  ahitr'^. 
confcious  that  there  did  not  exift  in  the  Church  an  ind'vJ. 
wlio  was  not  hand  andheart  her  enemy,  flie  ouq!it  to  b-  l  • 
armed,  aiTd  to  have  her  chains  riveted.     This  was  hi^  v 
und  unreierved  opinion  ;  he  could  iiot,  nevertlirlefs,  hv*  - 
]*iS.  10  the  bill,  becaule  he  thought,  were  it    to  pa's  "i" 
law,  it  would  rudely  tear  up  the  fom'idations  of  theCV.^ 
of  England,  and  as  the  deflrucHion  of  nn  ally  mult  r.rv-' 
yffeft  the  interefis  and  rxi'l|^^^'cf  of  the  princip.il,   it  jl, 
\    tend  to  defiroy  the  very  being"  of  the  Kngfifii  Corfii^'.:  * 
'    '1  he  Bifliop  proceeded  fo  treat  of  the  various   penrl'jf<  " 
pofed  hy'anelent  ftatutes -on  peifonsnot  going  tochurc'  ' 
•gtilarlyon'Snodays  and  iainrs-' days,  wliich  formr^l  \ht): 
jccl  matter  of  lUc  h.ll  Llaule  of  the  bill,  and  faiJ,  he  \>j^     ' 
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to  confefs/  the  manners  of  the  prefdnt  times  did  hot  fanfllotl 
fuch  feverity;  hut  ftill  he  thought  there  were  falvos,  which 
at  tliid  day  would  he  admitted  to  be  fufficient  excufes,  pro* 
vided  by  the  ftatute  itfelf,  for  nol  complying  with  the  con- 
ditions of  the  ftatute.     He  would  not,  for   inftance,  defend 
the  penalty  of  twenty  pounds  per  month  up6nthofe  who*  do 
not  go  regularly  to  church  ;  'and  ftill  lefs  did  he  approve  of 
the  a<£t  of  the  3d  of  James  L;  but  thea£^  of  Elizabeth,    lef- 
fening  the  penalty  to  one  (hillings  he  commended,  becaufe 
the  fine  impofed  was  a  fine  which  he  confiderod  as  not  fevere. 
In  illuftration  of  this,  h»faid,  that  if  a  law  in(ii6led  a  penalty 
lefs  in  amount  than  ft  man  of  the  lower  clafs  Wduld  fpend^  if 
he  did  not  go  to  church,  it  was,  in  his  mind,  not  a  fevere 
law.     If  thofe  who  were  labourers  did  not  fpend  their  Surv- 
daiys  in  churchy  and  attending  divine  fervice,  they  would 
fpehd  thetn  in  a  worfe  place,  and  in  the  exercife  of  a  lefs  ufe- 
ful  employment.     No  man  was,  as  the  law  ftood,  obliged  to 
any  particular  conformity  to  tlieeftabliQied  church,  bur  only 
to  the  woribipof  God  in  fome  way  or  other,  and  that  was 
the  necefiary  duty  of  theLegiilature,  for  a  variety  of  obvious 
purpofes,  to  enforce.  He  agreed  perfe£lly  with  the  nohle  Earl, 
'*  that  the  right  of  private  judgement  in  matters  refpeiftihg 
**  religion,  is,  and  ever  muft  be,  the  unalienable  right  of 
*^  mankind,  and  as  fuch  ought  always  to  be  holden  facred 
**-and  inviolable."    But  then,  thofe  rights  werendt  unlimit- 
ed.    Thercwas  a  clear  difticuSion  between  the  right  of  con- 
fcience  and  the  jurifdiflion  of  a  civil   niagiilrate.     Every 
man's  confcience  might  dired^  him  as  to  religious  opinion, 
and  he  had  an  undoubted  right  to  avoid  what  he  thought  fm- 
ful ;  but  if  from  motives  of  confcientious  opinion  he  carried 
hisconfcientious  fentiments  into  adlion,  he  muft  anfwer  for 
'      his  adl^ions.     The  civil  magiftrate  was  governed  by  the  fame 
fort  of  idea ;  he  hid  no  right  to  punilh  a  man  for  avoiding 
to  do  what  he  thought  finful,  unlefs  his  avoidance  injured 
fociety.     In  fad,  the  magiftsate  had  no  right  topunifh  what 
was  merely  finful,  but  only  that  which  was  detrimental  to 
fociety.     The  Biftiop  iliuftrated  this,  by  putting  the  cafe  of 
r       a  man  convi£^ed  of  perjury,  an  a£l  highly  iijiful,  but  not  pu- 
nishable on  that  account,  but  punifhable  only  as  it  brought 
harm  to  fociety.    After  laying  down  the  diftinflion  hetweert 
what  was  confcientioufly  warrantable,  and  what  the  fafety  of 
fociety  caufed  to  l>e  conftituted  and  confidered  as  criminal,  the 
•Bilhop  applied  the  conclufion  from  the  reafoning  he  had  ufed 
to  the  cafe  in  point,  and  thence  inferred,  that  the  itxagiflratei 
had  a  right  topunifti  Atheifm  ;  and  by  the  fame  rule,  a  con- 
tempt for   the  revelation  of  God  in  the  Chriftinn  religion. 
He  cited  Blackftone,  as  to  the. danger  of  difturbing  ancient 
laws,  which,  apparently,  at  a-  diftant   period  from  that  in 
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which  they  had  paflU^  gouU  not  be  accoiinted'  for. 
wiCJom^  though  oot  QbYioQt  at  the  period  of  their  repeal 
Bbckftone  obferyed)  wa4  gati^patty  eyideac  by  the  tnconve* 
Dience  which  enfoed  after  they  were  repealed.  The.  Bi Aop 
tooh  Qotiqt  of  ^he  conftcudLion  put  upoa  one  of  the  oaifiom 
of  the  chmch  by  the  noble  Ear I«  aifd contended^  that  the  noble 
Earl  had  wholly  iniAaken  the  moasiog  b£  the  canon  ifi  quef- 
tion.  Itli  pbvious  import  m^i^  -  be  iaidy  to  Cop^j  an  ao(iif er 
tp  the  a0^rtioi>:of  the  Church  of  Ronaei  that  a  liiyimn'  omtd 
not 'be  the  be?^  of  the  Churchy  and!  to  aflert^  that  ihn  Pro* 
teftant  Church  was.  a  true  and  apoftolical  Cbucch,  notwitb- 
fianding  that  it  had  a  layman  at  i(&  head* 
Earl  Earl  Stunbopn  rifiog  next»  remarked  that>  notwirbftaiuiHig 

Suahope.  (he;  Houff?  had.  juA  heard,  from  the  mouth  •£  a  rig&t  reve^ 
tend  and  liemmed  Prel«^te»  th^t  here,  as  in  a  oertain  Gountyy^ 
xio  man  fliouhl  be  allowed  to  propofe  a^  law  bot  wkhi  a  lope 
about  hia  neck,  he  meant*,  .whea  the  prefent  queftioa  «u» 
dii^fed  b4  to  propofe  another  law  immediately  agpainfteccfei- 
fiailical  tyranny  ;  a  tyranny  fo  grofs  and  fcandakous^  that  it 
would  difgrace  the  inquIGtion.     Having  (aid'  this^  he-  pcor- 
eeed^  to  defend^his  bill,  and  as  a  juftificatdontof  din  neceffir 
€y  which  called  for,  it>  he  read  ar  canon   of  th&  Chunchie*- 
fpe^ting  the  caAifig  out  of  devils,  and  another  refpe^og  the 
enforcepi^nt  of  the  attendance  on  religiaua  woiihip»  which 
ordered^  that  if  a  man  be  bald,  and  had  no  hair  on  hisheadj 
fo  that  he  was  in  danger  of  catching  cold^  beinufiv  nevcrv 
thelefs,  go  to  church,  but  he  might  wear  a  night^^cap^     Ead 
Stanhope  now  added,  that  he  felt  it  his  duty  to  return  faia 
iutcere. thanks  to  the  feveral  right,  mverend  and  learned  Pre^ 
lates  who  had  fpoken  on.  the  fubje€l,   fee  the   very  greac 
t'Touble  they  bad  faved  him^  thofe  of  tlie  mverend  bench  who 
had  delivered  their  fentiments,  having  fucteflively  contradi&'- 
ed  and  re&ted  the  arguments  of  each  other.*     But  with,  re^ 
gard  to  the  right  reverehd.and  learned  Prelate  who  had  fpoken 
laft^  bis  argument  had  been   fo  di£5erent  fVom  thofe  of  the 
other  Bifliops,  that  he  merited  hie  particular  attention*  The 
sight  reverend  and  learned  Prelate  had  argued  clearly  and 
ajbly.     He  could  underiland  his  meaning  diilindly,  lie  could 
efcerlain  in  what  they  agreed,  and  knew  at  a  glance  the  exa& 
^int  on  which  they  frparated.     The   right  reverend  and 
learned  Prelate  had  faid^  '<  that  tliere  were  laws  in  exiftence 
^<  which  did  no  credit  to  the  times  in  which  they  were  made," 
imd  he  afterwards^  faid,  '^  that  the  jurifdidion  of  the  magi* 
^^  ftrate  (bould  be  confined  not  to  thofe  things  whidi  vvere 
*<  merely  /inful,  but  only  to  fuch  as  wem  injurious  to  fo- 
"  ciety."     He  agreed  that  fuch  was.  the  diftinftton ;  and 
added  a  variety  of  other  arguments  to  prove  the  ecclefiaflical 
ia^T abominable  in  pr^dice,  and  that  it  did  not  adhere  to  its 
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Ue  urg9d  ths  necei&ty  of  going  inta  a  Cooiiiiiilee  with*  tht, 
bill»  to  #X9inine  what  laws  ought  to- be  cepeakd,  ;rnd  what 
ought  not.  Ue  faid  he  wtftied  to  ihorten-  the  debale,  in  or- 
der to  go  into  one  ftill  more  important,  refpefling  tythes* 
Befeire  he  fat  do>wn»(  he  dcdared^  that  h4»  groat  objoSlioD  to 
the  la vft  exiAingy  irv  reg^Mrd  lo  religiooy  wai9»  (hat  he  deteikd 
c€»Dnpul/ioiiii»mi^teFs  of  co»fciei9ce;  and  he  declared^  that 
lie  ohjedttfd  to  the  priaeiple  oC  the  lawa  he  wiflled  to  fee  re« 
pealed^  and  not  to.  the  exQent  of  the  penaltief  •  noerely.  The 
arguments  ufed  that  daiy^  reminded  hirft  ef  a  bill  introduceri 
in  the  reign  of  Henry  the^Seventh^  repealing  all  lawsagainft 
priefts  for  crimes  of  every  denomination  committed  by  them^ 
aftd  among  etheps^  for  all  rafoa  corotQiUed  by  men  of  tbeir 
order.  The  arguiixent  agivitift  trhe  bill  had  been^.  that  a  rape 
implied  compulfion^  andcom|»t)lfion  ought  always  to  be  con*- 
iidered.as  reprebeiiiible  and.  punifliabicy  tO'Which  the  priefls 
anfweredi  that  it  was  a.  very  gentle  kwA  oi  compuliion  to 
which  they  had  refcixted* 

Vifcottnt&orMoif^ declared  heibouldbe particularly fonryy  vifbount 
on  the  nei>le  EarUs  account^  tO'  iisetlie  ancient  pratEtice  re^  Stormom. 
yived^  of  obliging  the  prepofer  q£  ever  y>  new  law  to  have  a 
rope,  round  hia  nesk,  when^  be  made  the  propofition«  He 
next  paid. fome  high  compliments  to-  thel>ench'  of  Bi(2icps^ 
declaring  that  they  bad*,  that  day-,  in  his  humble  judgement^ 
done  themfelves  infinite  credic,  and  urged  argumeDts>  which 
would  hold  their  facred  chnrafl^rs  high  in  the  public  opinion^ 
Vie  afterwards  adverted  to  the  billr  before  the  Houfe^.  am\ 
after  complimenting  Earl.  Stanhope  on  thegoodnefis  of  his 
intentiony  and  the  general  ability,  with  which  liebrofight  for- 
ward any  meafure  of  a  pubKc  nature^  futd,  he  conceived  the 
noble  Earl  had  not  looked  at  the  fubjeif^  with  his  ufual  nccu* 
racy.  The  more  regular  method  of  bringing  foiimportant  a 
topic  under  difcuffion,  would,  in  his  conceptioiiy  have  been^ 
to  have  moved  for  a  Committee  firft  to  reviftr  tJi6  various 
laws  exifiing  ntlative  to  toleration,  and  to  have  fuffered  the 
Houfe  to  have  been  guided  and  governed  by  their  report  as 
to  their  future  proceedings  in  it. 

Earl  Stanhope  repelled. what  had  been  advanced  by  Vifcount  Earl 
Stormont.  He  faid,  he  was  d's'termined  to  perfevere  ;  and  Staihr.pe. 
if  the  right  reverend  bench  of  Bifliops  would  not  fufFer  l\ini 
to  load  away  their  rubbifli  by  cart-fuiU,  he  would  endeavour 
to  carry  it  away  in  wheelbarrows^  and  if  that  mode  of  remo- 
val was  refiftedi  he  would  take  it^  if  poffible,  away  with  a 
fpade,  a  little  at  a  time. 

The  bill  was,  upon  the  quefliotiy  thrown  out. 

Earl  Stanhope  afterwards  produced  another  bill,  which,  he 
effered  to  prefent,  and  which  was,  ^'  A  bill  to  repeal  a^^  atSl 

of 
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**  of  the  27th  of  Henry  the  Eighth,  to  prevent  vexatious 
**  fuits  relative  to  profecuttons  for  tythes  from  the  Qua- 
**  kers."  After  a  very  fliort  converfation,  his  Lord/hip 
agreed  to  make  the  motion  for  piefenting  the  bill  on  a  future 

day. 

The  Earl,  in  the  courfe  of  converfation,  faid,  that  in  all 
probability  hisfecond  bill  might  meet  with  the  fame  fuccefs 
as  the  firft.  The  Lord  Chancellor  feemed  to  nod  afient ; 
upon  which  Earl  otanhope  replied,  ^^  On  another  occaGon,  I 
'*  fliall  teach  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  law,  as  I  have  this 
^^  day  taught  the  bench  of  Biihops  religion.*' 

Friday^  26tb  June. 

Ea^l  Earl  Stanhope  conceived  that  it  might  be  neceflary  to  ex- 

Staahope.  plain,  in  fome  meafure,  the  principle  of  his  intended  hill,  ef- 
peciaily  as  in  the  end  it  might  be  found  of  eflential  advantage 
to  the  community  at  large,  and  relieve  them  from  the  enor- 
mous burthen  of  the  poor's  rates,  a  burthen  which  at  prefeiit 
amounted  to  millions  annually.  This  bill  was^o  enable  thofe 
who  were  in  fituations  which  rendered  their  becoming  necef- 
fitated  probable,  to  enter  into  fubfcriptions  for  theirown  tc* 
lief;  there  were  a  variety  of  thefe  kinds  of  focieties  through- 
out the  kingdom  already ;  but  it  was  too  frequently  found 
v/hen  their  wants  compelled  them  to  make  application  that 
they  had  been  fubfcribing  to  a  bubble.  To  prevent  their 
being  deceived  in  future  was  one  obje6i  of  the  bill,  and  as, 
no  doubt,  manafa£lurers  and  farmers  would  countenance  the 
meafure  by  employing,  in  preference,  thofe  who  were  mera- 
.bers  of  fome  one  of  thefe  focieties,  there  would  not  he  fach 
numbers  apply  to  the  parifh,  having  a  right  to  he  fupplied 
from  their  own  fund.  He  therefore  moved  for  the  fecond 
reading. 
Lord  Lord  7%urIow  was  dubious  whether  the  bill  as  it  -then 
Thurlow.  flood  would  anfwer  all  the  good  purpofes  which  the  noble 
Earl  expefted. 

The  bill  was  then  read  a  fecond  time,  and  ordered  to  a 
Committee. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Friday^  Z^July. 

The  order  of  the  day  being* read  for  the  fecond  reading  of 
the  bill  to  explain  and  amend  the  afts  of  the  7th  and  8th  of 
William  III.,  i8th  George  11.,  and  aoth  Georg«  III.,  rela- 
tive to  County  Eled^ions, 
Eail  Earl  Stanhope  moved  to  rejedl  the  bill  which  came  from 

Stanhope,  the  Houfe  of  Commons. 

His  firft  objeftion  was,  that  it  tended  to  introduce  a  dan- 
gerous fyAem  of  fi^itious  votes  by  giving  a  right  of  yoiing 
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to  mortgagers  in  pofleflion,  whofe  freehold  did  not  yield  them 
clear  40s.  per  annum.  And  fecondly,  that  it  tended  to  dlf- 
franchifehalf  the  voters  in  fome  counties,  and  nine  out  often 
of  the  voters  in  other  counties. 

The  Duke  oi Norfolk  fupported  the  bill,  on  the  ground  that    Duke  of 
it  would  ihew  the  neceflity  of  a  farther  amendment  of  the  law.  Norfolk. 
He  added  that  the  County  Regifter  Bill  of  the  noble  Earl, 
(Stanhope)  which  had  formerly  palled  the  two  Houfes,  de- 
fer ved  every  encomiiim. 

Earl  Stanhope  remarked  that  the  noble  Duke  had  defended  Earl 
the  prefent  bill  on  the  only  ground  upon  which  it  was  Stanhope, 
poffible  to  be  defended,  becaufe  that  it  would  make  an 
abfurd  law  flill  more  abfurd,  and  thereby  induce  county 
Members  to  amend  the  whole  fyftem.  He  himfelf  was  clear- 
ly of  opinion  that  tlie  prefent  fyftem  of  ele6tion  laws  required 
great  amendment;  yet  he  could  not  adopt  the  ingenious  me- 
thod propofed  by  the  noble  Duke,  to  make  the  cle£Hon  laws 
fo  intolerably  abfurd  that  no  man  in  the  country  could  bear 
them,  although  he  admitted  that  fuch  a  mode  of  legillating 
might,  in  the  end,  produce  the  deQrable  e&tO,  which  the 
nohle  Duke  intended. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  put  the  queftion  on  the  bill;  and  it 
was  rejefled  without  a  divifion. 

The  order  of  the  day  being  read  for  the  fecond  reading  of 
the  bill  "  for  preventing  vexatious  proceedings  with  refpedl 
**  to  tythes,  dues,  or  other  ecclefiaftical  or  fpiritual  profit," 

F.-^xl  Stanhope  moved  that  his  bill  be  committed.  Earl 

He  went  at  length  into  the  difcuffion  of  the  principle  of  ihe  Stanhope* 
bill,  and  began  by  explaining  to  the  Houfe  the  religious  fcru- 
ples  of  the  C^uakers  which  prevented  their  paying  tythes.  It 
was  a  fcruple  recognized  by  law;  for  that  fcruple  was  recited 
in  the  a6l  of  the  7th  and  8th  of  William  III.,  chap.  34,  fee. 
4,  and,  in  confequence  tliereof,  it  was  ena(5^ed  that  tythes 
due  by  Quakers  might  (if  under  lol.)  be  recovered  in  a  diffe- 
rent manner  from  tythes  due  by  any  other  prrfons.  After 
this  humane  law  had  pafled  the  manner  in  which  tythes  were 
recovered  from  Qiiakcrs  was  by  application  to  two  ju  ft  Ices  of  , 
the  peace,  who  ordered  a  diftrefs  to  be  made  on  the  Qi^inkers' 
goods.  But  latterly  fome  of  the  clergy  were  not  content 
with  the  property  but  they  feized  and  imprifoned  the  perfons 
themfelves:  and  a  Quaker,  (a  man  of  fome  property)  as  he 
was  informed,  was  imprifoned  above  two  months  ago  in  the 
common  jail  of  Worcefter;  was  there  ftiil ;  and  (though 
confined  for  a  fum  of  only  five  (hillings)  muft  there  remain 
-  for  life. 

Earl  Stanhope  next  explained  to  the  Houfe  two  wnys  in 

"  which  this  might  happen   bv  the  laws  as  they  now  ftood. 

Firll  by  means  of  the  271)1  of  Ileniry  Vllf.,  ch:>p.  ao,  fee.  r, 

by 


4^ 
ii, 
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bjr  which  it  is  •recitttd  tiiat  <*  ForaiifTiitdi  as  iivets-twH'^ifpokA 
*^  peribnSy  having  no  j:e({»6l  to  tlieir  chities  to  Aimigbtjr 
<*  God,  withhold  thdr  tytbes  and  oblatiom,  a(  wdi  perfooal 
<<  as  prsdial,  due  unto  God  and  hift  hoiy  church  "  (Obferve 
the  envious  words  of  the  fl&tu<«)  for  r^s^matiois  whereof,  Vt 
I  ig  enaded,  <'  that  for  fuch  fubtradtkns  of  any  of 'the  tM 

**  tythcs,  offerings,  or  other  duties^  die  Parfon,  Vicar,  or 

Curate  nuiy,  by  doe  proceis  of  the  ecclefiafUcal  laws  of 

the  cliurch  of  England,  convene  the^rfen  ofiVndtng  be- 
*^  (oTf.  his  Ordinary  or  otlier  cofUpeleiit  jodge»  whe>  for 

a4iy  conteinpr,  contumacy,  or  difebedtencei  fliali  make 

rcnueft  to  any  two  juAicei  of  the  peace  for  the  fliire  to 
^*  aiiill ;  that  then  fach  two  juAires  fhall  hav«  power  to  at- 
*'  tach  the  perlbn  againil  whom  futrh  reqtaieft  Aiali  be  tnade> 
^'  aiKl  commit  him  to  ward,  there  to  remain  without  bail  or 
^*  mainprize,  until  he  Aiall  liave  found  fufficient  furety  (to  be 
*<  bound  by  recognizance  or  otherwife)  to  givt  due  obedience 
*^  to  the  orooel's,  decreet^  and  feutences  of  the  £ccIeGaftical 
*^  Court."  Now  as  all  Quakers,  by  their  religion,  never 
can  give  fiich  obedience ;  this  law  is,  for  all  Quakers,  impri* 
ionment  for  life. 

At  Coventry  no  lefc  than  fix  Quakers  have  been  perfecuted 
very  lately.  Thefe  perfons  owed,  for  Eafter  oSei  tngs,  about 
four  pence  each,  making  in  all  about  two  Shillings.  For 
which  triHing  fuins  they  have  been  brought  into  the  Spiritual 
Court ;  and  the  expences  of  the  Court,  the  Prodors,  &c* 
iiave  been  fo  enormous,  tiiat  the  whole  charge  made  againft 
thefe  fix  perfons  has  amounted  to  i6ji.  lis.,  befides  12SL 
IS.  6d.  for  the  Quakers'  Proflor  in  the  country. 

Thus  it  happens  that  thefe  refpeftahte  and  inoffcniive 
Quakers  are  become  debtors  to  the  amount  of  near  300I.  in- 
itead  of  two  (hillings.  But  as  by  their  religion  tliey  never 
can  pay,  nor  any  of  the  otlier  Quakers  for  them,  tome  of 
them  have  been  excommunicated ;  the  con(eq»eTKe  of  which 
is  time  tl^y  cannot  a6l  as  executors,  .that  they  cannot  fue  in 
any  court,  to  recover  any  debt  due  to  them,  and,  in  forty 
days  after  excommunication,  they  are  liable  to  be  fent  to 
pr.fon,  there  to  renwin  till  death  (hall  deliver  them  from  a 
jail  wlitrre  they  may  In; dying  for  years,  and  perifli  by  inches; 
and  this  merely  for  the  fake  of  a  few  fience ;  which  tew  pence 
even  might  have  been  immediatcrly  recov<-red  by  means  of  the 
humane  ;x6t  of  King  William,  had  tlie  prieft  thought  fit. 

Tliefe,  faid  Earl  Stanliope  are  inHances  of  eccl*»fiaftical 
tyranny  and  opprefHon,  and  of  cold,  delilierate,  and  confuni- 
niate  cruelty,  which  would  difgrace  any  fet  of  men  what- 
ever. 

Some  of  thefe  Qnakers  are  fo  highly  refpefled  at  Coven- 
try, t;iat  io.iie  of  ih^ir  neighbour^  (who  aia  oot  Quakers) 
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have^  within  thefe  few  weeks,  raifed  money  by  fabfcription 
to  ftop  all  further  proceedings  againft  them.  The  cont'e- 
^uence  of  which  muft  be  fatal  to  the  whole  body  of  Qiiakers 
in  future;  ds  that  will  only  ferve  to  whet  the  avarice  of  the 
Pro^ors  of  tlie  Spiritual  Court.  Let  the  clergy  recover  their 
tythes,  even  to  the  lad  farthing,  but  not  by  means  tyranni- 
cal or  vexatious. 

The  origin  of  tythes  in  England,  (as  appears  by  Dr. 
Bum's  EccleflaAical  law)  was,  that  OfFa,  King  of  Mercia, 
bafely  murdered  the  King  of  the  Eaft  Angles,  and. in  order 
to  expiate  for  this  murder,  he  made  a  law,  whereby  he  gave 
unto  the  church  the  tytties  of  all  his  kingdom  of  Mercia. 
This  was  as  long  after  Chrift  as  the  year  794;  and  it  was 
about  60  years  after  that  Ethehvulph  extended  thi^  regular 
Cton  to  the  wholecealm  of  England.  So  that  it  was  not  till 
about  the  year  854  of  the  Chriilian  aera  that  tythes  wt- re  re- 
coverable throughout  England,  by  the  coercion  of  the  civil 
power. 

Lord  C«ke  obferves  that  in  the  Saxon  times  tythes  wcrt  ^ 

recoverable  in  the  County  Court. 

When  application  is  now  made  to  the  Spiritual  Court  (or 
Court  Cbriftian  as  it  is  called)  for  the  recovery  of  tythes,  the 
refufal  to  pay  them  is  followed  by  excommunication  aeainft 
any  perfon  who  (hall  fo  refufe;  and  that  excommunication  is 
;^ain  followed  by  procefs  c/e  excommunicato  capiendo,  to  carry 
the  perfon  excommunicated  to  prifon. 

But  afterwards  by  the  13th  of  Ed.  L,  flat.  4,  (A.  D.  1285) 
it  is  ena^ed  that  demands  refped^ing  tythes  nre  to  he  made  in 
a  Spiritual  Court,  and  that  the  Spiritual  Judge  (hall  have 
power  to  take  knowledge,  notwithllanding  the  King's  prohi« 
bition. 

The  ecclefiaftical  ufurpation  was  confirmed  by  fubfequent 
fiatutes. 

Tythes  may  be  fued  for  in  the  Courts  of  Equity  ;  and  it  is 
intended  by  the  prefent  bill  to  fuffer  all  tythes  or  dues,  above 
a  given  fum,  to  be  fued  for  in  the  Courts  of  Law  ;*  and  under 
that  fum  to  be  recovered  before  juftices  of  the  peace. 

And  by  theaA  of  the  2d  and  3d  Ed.  VI,,  chap.  13,  fee.  i, 
praedial  tvthes  are  recoverable  in  the  Temporal  Courts;  and 
it  is  enadled  that  "  no  perfon  fliall  take  or  carry  away  any 
**  fuch  tythes  before  he  hath  juftiy  fet  out,  for  the  tythe 
**  thereof,  the  tenth  part  of  the  fame,  under  pain  of  forfei- 
«*  ture  of  treble  value  of  the  tythes  fo  taken  or  carried  away." 

By  the  7th  and  8th  Will.  III.,  chap.  6,  a  fummary  me- 
thod is  eftabliflied  for  th6  recovery  of  fmall  tythes  under  the 
value  of  forty  fliillings,  namely,  by  complaint  to  two  jufti- 
ces of  the  peace. 

Vol.  XXVL  LI  And 


266.  PARLIAMENTARY         '  A.  1789. 

.  And  by  the  7th  and  8th  of  Will.  IIL,  chap.  34,  the  fame 
remedy  is  extended  to  all  tythes  (great  or  fmall)  withholden 
by  Quakers,  under  the  value  of  ten  pounds. 

And  by  an  a6l  of  I  Geo.  I.,  ftat.  2,  chap.  6j  fee.  2,  the  fame 
remedy  is  extended  to  all  dues  or  payments  to  the  clergy; 
fuch  as  EaAer  ofFerihgs,  &c.  Onefliould  kave  thought  that 
here  were  retredies  enow  to  have  fatisfied  the  utmoft  greed 
of  avarice;  but  the  gratifying  of  avarice  was  evidently  not 
always  the  objedt.  When  the  recovery  of  property  is  the 
obje<^^  the  judices  may  he  applied  to,  the  Courts  of  flqnity 
and  the  Temporal  Courts  are  open,  according  to  the  nature  - 
4^  of  the  cafe.     But  when  fpleen,  fpite,  and  inveterate  malice^ 

are  to  be  gratiified,  then  tlie  clergy  may  make  their  applica- 
tion to  the  ecclefiaftical  jurifdi£lion. 

Judge  Blackflone,  in  his  learned  ^^  Commei^taries  on  the 
<*  Laws  of  England,"  (vol,  3,  chap.  4,  page  35)  fays 
♦^  The  ftatute  of  43  Eliz.,  chap.  6,  which  gives  the  judges^ 
<^  in  many  aflions,  where  the  jury  aflefs  lefs  damages  than 
*^  forty  ihiilings,  a  power  to  certify  the  fame,  and  abridge 
•<  the  plaintiff  of  his  full  cofls,  was  meant  to  prevent  vexa- 
<«  tion  by  litigious  plaintiffs ;  who,  for  purpofes  of  mece  op- 
H  preiBon,  might  be  inclinable  to  inilitute  fuits  in  the  fupe- 
<*  rior  Courts,  for  injuries  of  a  trifling  value.'* 

Now  if  the  law  has  wifely  provided  agai nil  vexation  in  the 
cafe  of  inftituting  fuits  for  injuries  of  a  trifling  value,  it  is  iiw 
finitely  more  important  that  the  law  fhoutd  provide  againft  a 
fpecies  of  vexation  far  more  grievous  and  opprefiive;  namely, 
the  iraprifoning  of  men's  perfons,  even  for  the  fake  of  three 
pence,  or  of  four  pence,  or  fuch  other  trifling  fums,  which 
may  be  fo  eafily  recovered  under  the  humane  a£ts  of  King 
William  or  of  King  George  I.     This  mode  of  proceeding  to 
recover  tytlies,  dues,  and  other  fpiritual  profit;  namely,  by 
application  to  the  Lctlefiaflical  Court,  is  highly  oppreffive 
to  all  the  laity  in  the  kingdom ;  and  with  refpcfl  to  the  Qua- 
kers it  is  rank  cruelty  ;  for,  by  means  of  the  Court  Spiritual, 
every  Quaker  in  the  kingdom  may,  as  the  law  ftands,  be 
imprifoned  for  life.     And  it  is  the  more  cruel,  for  perfons  fo 
imprifonedare  not  to  be  admitted  to  give  bail. 

Dr.  Burn  (in  his  Juftice,   15th  etlition,  title  Bail)  fays 
^     *.^  He  that  is  certified  into  the  Chancery  to  the  Biftiop,  to  be 
<*  excommunicated,  and  after  js  taken  by  force  of  the  King's 
♦*  writ  of  excommtmicaio  capiendo^  is  not  bailable :  for  in  an- 
cient times  (fays  Dr.  Burn)  men  were  excommunicated  but 
for  heinous  caufes  of  ecclefiaftical  cognizance,  and  not  for 
fmall  or  petty  caufes."     It  is  evidently  thecxtreme  of  all 
;^bfurdity,  as  well  as  of  opprefTion,  to  deprive  men  of  their  li- 
berty for  thefe  "  fmnll  or  ^^etty  caufes,"  as  Dr.  Burn  well 
terms  them. 

There 
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There  is  one  thing  wonderfully  abfurd  in  the  ecclefiaAica^ 
law;,  nafnely,  there  being  one  and  the  fame  punilhment  for 
di&rent  offences.  By  the  ecciefiaftical  law  men  are  forbid- 
den to  marry  their  mothers,  grand-ihothers,  or  great  grand- 
mothers. 

Now  if  any  man  fliould  offend  againft  that  law  his  punlfh- 
ment  would  be  excommunication,  with  all  its  civil  confe- 
quencts.  So  that  a  man's  marrying  his  mother,  lying  with 
his  grandmother,  or  committing  incell  with  his  great  grand 
lAother,  is  the  fame  ofl^nce  ia  tlieeyeof  the  eccleliaflical  law 
as  owing  two  pence,  three  pence,  or  four  pence,  to  any  of 
the  Minrfters  of  the  Church.  ^ 

In  conclufion,  Earl  Stanhope  remarked^  that  as  neither 
the  aft  of  27  Henry  VIII.,  chap.  20,  nor  the  Spiritual  Courts 
were  neceffary  for  theeafy  recovery  of  tythes,  he  ihould  pre- 
fent  a  bill  to  the  Houfe  to  repeal  that  aft  of  King  Henry 
VIII.',  and  to  enaft  that  no  fuit  (hall  hereafter  be  brought  or 
maintainable  in  any  Ecciefiaftical  Court  for  the  recovery  of 
any  tythes,  dues,  or  other  fpiiitual  profit. 

Lord  Kenyan  begged  leave  to  afk  the  noble  Earl  whether.  Lord 
upon  cool  recoUeftion,  he  could  avoid  admitting  that  the  3d  Kea>oa« 
day  of  July  was  too  late  a  period  in  a  feilion  of  Parliament, 
to  bring  in  a  bill  which  required  the  moft  ferious  and  careful 
difcuiBon.  The  noble  Earl  had  chofen  t«  find  fault  with  the 
litigations  which  were  frequently  caufed  for  fmall  tythes; 
thofe  fmall  fums  however  were  the  chief  fupport  of  the  infe- 
rior clergy,  and  to  do  away  the  poffibtlity  of  obtaining  thofe 
tythes  would  be  depriving  feveral  of  the  clergy  of  their  fub- 
fifience.  At  the  fame  time  that  the  noble  Earl  was  complain- 
ing of  hardfhips  on  the  community  from  the  clergy,  he  wi/h- 
ed  him  to  look  to  feveral  of  the  laity;  he  wiflied  him  to  re^ 
colleft  the  many  quit-rents,  heriots,  &c.,  which  were  pay- 
able to  many  of  the  laity,  and  he  confidered  that  thofe  wer^ 
us  oppreflive  as  tythes. 

The  noble  Earl  had  faid  that  'perfons  were  imprifoned  for 
fums  as  low  as  one  fhilling;  this  he  could  not  confider  to  be 

•  an  oppreflion  ;  for  if  any  were  fo  ohflinate  as  to  refufe  the 
-payment  of  legal  duer,  the  laws  were  neceffary  to  be  en- 
forced ;  on  the  payment  of  thofe  dues,  however,  the  per- 
fons iirfprifoned  could  be  releafed.  He  objefled  to  the  inno- 
vations propofed  by  the  aohle  Earl,  and  could  by  no  means 
be  of  opinion  that  he  had  advanced  fufficient  reafons  to  war- 
rant tlie  Houfe  to  aid  him  in  pulling  down  a  fabric  which  had 
exilled  for  fo  many  years,  and  which  was  the  chief  fupport 

•  of  the  Clergy.  He  objefled  to  the  principle  of  the  bill,  as 
it  went  to  impower  a  juftice  of  the  peace  to  decide  on  ty the 
cauies,  with  an  appeal  to  t^e  Quarter  Seffions.  To  leave 
the  right  of  the  clergy  in  fuch  hands  was  a  regulation  not  to 
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be  borne;  it  was,  in  his  opinion,  very  (Irange  that  a  propoii- 
tion  fliould  be  made  to  fubjeclt  the  rights  of  the  clergy  to  the 
dec'fton  of  a  jufticeof  the  peace*  without  fufferingan  appeal 
to  any  of  the  higher  courts,  or  to  the  Court  of  Equity  :  It 
would  (he  thought)  be  far  better  ^t  once  to  abolifli  all  the 
tytbes  now  allowed  than  fufler  theai  to  exift  under  fnchre- 
ftridlions. 
Earl  Earl  Stanhope  exprelTed  his  aftonifhment  at  difcovering  that 

Stanhope,  the  noble  and  learned  Load,  who  had  been  in  both  Houfes  of 
Parlininent}  fliould  have  entered  into  objections  againft  the 
bill  previous  to  its  commitment,  which  was  the  proper  ftage. 
The  noble  and  learned  Lord  had  objected  to  a  juftice  of  the 
peace  or  layman  deciding  onthecaufeof  a  clergyman;  he 
wiflied  toalk  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  if  it  was  not  equally 
obje£iionable  for  the  clergy  to  decide  (as  they  at  prefent  did) 
in  their  Ecclefiaflical  Courts  on  the  caufes  of  laynnen  i 
Earl  of  The  Earl  of  Jblngdon^  fpeaking  next,  obferved  that  he 
Abingdon  rofe  more  for  the  purpofe  of  finding  fault  with  the  noble 
Lord  himfelf  than  with  his  Lordfliip's  bilL  The  bill  he  had 
configned  to  the  hands  of  thofe  who,  from  thefpecimen  they 
gave  the  other  day  of  their  abilities,  (he  meant  the  right  reve- 
rend Prelates)  would  better  know  how  to  manage  it  than  be 
did  ;  but,  of  the  noble  Lord  himfelf,  he  could  not  help  ec- 
pre/Rng  his  furprise  that  he  (houM  fuffer  his  religious  zeal  fo 
far  to  out-ftrip  his  political  fagricity.  Of  the  noble  Lord*s 
goodnefs  of  heart,  and  of  his  talents,  no  one  entertained  a 
higher  opinion.  He  knew  the  noble  Lord  of  old ;  they  were 
both  bred  up  in  the  fame  feminary  at  Geneva^  though  their 
political,  any  more  than  their  religious  tenets^  were,  per« 
hapr,  not  exa£lly  the  fame*  There  was  no  man,  his  Lord- 
'  ihipfaid,  inor  out  of  that  Houfe,  more  devoted  to  religious 

toleration  than  he  was,  but  at  the  fame  time  there  was  no 
'    man  whofe  mind  was  more  firmly  made  up  for  preferving  the 
Conftitution  of  the  country,  I  oth  in  Church  and  State,  as  it 
Jioodj  than  himfelf.     That  he  would  then  enter  into  no  dif- 
quifition,  whether  they  ought  to  be  feparated  or  not,  as  had 
been  maintained,  hut  this  he  knew,    if  they  were  feparated, 
that  neither  would  ftand*  Whatever  imperfe<£lions,  therefore, 
were  in  either,  and  imperfections  there  were  in  both,  they 
ought  to  be  touched  with  a  delicate  hand,  or  not  touched  at 
all.     And  yet  what  was  the  noble  Lord  about  ?  He  knew  not 
tvhether  he  was  a  Free-Mafm  or  not,  not  being  one  himfelf, 
but  that  he  is  a  Malon  the  noble  Lord  had  declared;  for  his 
Lordfhip  had  laid,  ^^  his  employment  is  to  carry  away  rub- 
^^  bifh,  and,  if  he  cannot  do  it  in  cart-loads,  he  will  in  wheel* 
**  barrows,  and  if  he  cannot  in  wheel-bar  rows,  he  will  by 
**  (hovels  full."     He  was  forry  the  noble  Lord  was  employed 
in  iiich  dirty  work,  as  he  was  fure  it  very  much  uubefitted 
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his  charaSer  and  dignity ;  but  if  it  were  dirty  work  only,  it 
would  be  his  Lordihips  affair  only;  whereas  without  the 
profpe£t  of  fuccefs  in  his  attempts  to  do  good,  he  was,  per- 
haps, doing  an  infinite  deal  of  mifchief,  for  by  raking  in  the 
legal  ajhes  (and  obfolete  laws  were  no  liore)  he  might  raife  up 
a  fpark  that  would  burn  the  whole  of  our  ftatutes,  civil  as 
well  as  €cclejiaflicalf  good  and  bad  together. 

If  the  noble  Lord  wifhed  to  be  a  law^giver,  and  a  (latef- 
man,  let  him  a£t  as  fuch.  Let  him  move  for  a  Committee 
of  both  Houfes  of  Parliament,  and  let  him,  after  the  manner 
of  the  great  Lord  Bacon,  dircSt  their  inquiries  towards  refor- 
mation, as  reformation  ought  to  be  obtained,  by  building 
up  and  improving,  and  not  by  pulling  down  and  deftroying. 
Let  not  the  noble  Lord  point  out,  as  he  is  now  doing,  to 
the  incendiaries  of  this  country  (and  incendiaries  there  ar^ 
enow)  how  to  create  anarchy  and  confufion  among  us. 
Do  the  times  call  for  this  ?  Or  rather  do  not  the  times  yir- 
bid  ihh}  But  on  this  fubje£t  he  fbould,  at  prefent,  fay  no 
more,  though  he  feared  the  times  were  coming  when  he 
fliould  be  forced  to  fpeak  out  more  plainly.  In  the  mean 
time,  however,  he  entreated  the  noble  Lord,  if  he  would  be 
a  reformer,  if  he  would  be  an  Alexander  Crudenj  who  Jlyled 
hindfelf  the  Ccrrei^or,  and  who  was  fo  fond  of  corre^ion  that 
he  undertook  to  corrc^  even  the  Bible  i'felf^  that  he  would 
weigh  his  zeal  in  the  fcales  of  his  underllanding,  and  not  in 
the  balance  of  a  heated  imagination,  as  from  the  former  good 
might  arife,  but  from  the  latter  nothing  but  evil  could 
enfue. 

The  Duke  (A  Norfolk  contending  againft  the  exercife  of  the  Duke  of 

f>ower  of  the  clergy  to  excommunicate  for  civil  caufes,  ob-  NorfoUu 
erved  that  this  power  caufed  to  ferious  peribns  much  uneafi- 
nefs  of  mind ;  and  as  to  thofe  of  a  contrary  turn  it  encreafed 
their  ridicule  of  all  religions.  If  any  of  the  right  reverend 
and  learned  Bench  Would  fignify  thVir  intention  of  bringing  in 
a  bill  to  regulate  and  amend  the  tythe  laws,  or  were  anxious 
for  the  abolition  of  the  power  of  excommunication  in  civil 
caufes,  he'fhould  gladly  (obferved  the  Duke  in  conclufion) 
withdraw  his  feeble  endeavours  to  fupport  the  bill,  the  fate  of 
which  was  now  fubmitted  to  the  decifion  of  their  Loru- 
ihips. 

On  the  queftion  being  put,  it  was  negatived. 
The  bill  was  accordingly  rcjedied. 
The  Houfe  adjourned. 

fVednefday^  ith  July. 

Upon  thil  day  Governor  HaAings  addrefled  the  Houfe  as 
fallows: 

«  My 
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would  be  put  to  it ;  all  which  he  fliould  at  prefent  move 
was,  '<  that  the  further  confideration  be  put  off  to  a  fiituie 
**  day. 

It  was  then  iTioved»  '^  That  this  Houfe  will  proceed  fbr- 
**  ther  on  the  trial  of  Warren  Haftings,  Efquire,  on  the  firft 
"  Tuefday  in  the  next  feffion  of  Parliament;"  and  that  a 
mcfTage  be  fent  to  the  Commons  to  acquaint  them  there- 
with. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Friday^   lotb.july. 

A  debate  of  fome  length,  in  wliich  the  Marquis  Townf- 
hend,  the  Earls  of  Sandwich  and  of  Hopetoun,  the  Chan- 
cellor, and  Lord  Rawdon,  bore  a  part,  enfued  ;  but  as  it  re- 
lated only  to  the  Cromford  Canal  Bill,  we  wifli  to  avoid 
prcfling  upon  our  readers  with  a  ftatement  of  particulars ; 
and  truft  that  it  will  prove  fufficient  to  remark  that  the 
bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time. 

Monday^  j  ^th  July^ 

Lord  Lord  Rawdon  rofe,  and  for  the  purpofe  of  eftaUifhing  the 

Flwdon.  alledged  faft,  that  ourexpences  were  greater  than  our  in- 
come, and  that  inftead  of  being  able  to  fund  three  millions, 
within  the  laft  three  yenrs,  we  had  run  fix  millions  into 
debti  he  wenlf  regularly  through  the  expendioures  during 
that  period,  con  trading  them  with  the  annual  receipts 
arifing  from  the  public  eft  ate,  and  drawing  from  the  whole  a 
certain  number  of  charges  on  one  fide,  and  a  cettain  number 
of  credits  on  the  other,  fo  as  to  balance  theiaccount  in  con- 
formity to  the  aflertion  which  lie  had  made,  and  to  prove 
the  nation  to  be  a  lofer  of  fix  millions. 

Upon  this  occafion.  Lord  Rawdon  ftated 
that  the  expenditure  from  the  5th  of  January, 
1786,  to  the  5th  of  January,  1789,  after  deduc- 
ing the  deficiencies  on  land  and  malt,  and  lot- 
tery prizes,  from  the  fum  granted,  for  mlfcel- 
laneous  fervices,  and  adding  the  intereA  on  Ex- 
chequer  Bills,  was  -  .  -  -  iC*48>79^5^3 
To  this  he  farther  added  the  Navy  debt        -  608.443 

Intereft        ...         -  -  •  34*229 

Paid  towards  reducing  the  National  debt      -         3,000,000 

Making  in  the  whole         *         .        -        .      52,432,195 

Thus  averaging  the  three  years  at  per  annum       17,144,028 
This  was  the  expenditure;  and  in  order  to  fliew  that  it 
exceeded   our   income,  he  Aated  the  following  to  be  the 
amount  of  the  receipts: 

i  Taxes 
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Taxes  for  three  years,  to  1789,  -         -  iC»3^>3^^»33' 

Land  and  nialt>  for  the  fame  time^        -       -• "     79290,991 

m 

4S>6"i3^2 
From  this  he  dedufiled  a  payment  tnade  by 
the  Eafl-India  Company,  which  was  included 
in  the  taxes  of  1 7  86,        -         -         -         -  51 0,000 

So  that  the  net  fum  appeared  by  his  ftate- 
menttobe  .  -  *  ^      4SjIOT,322         ^ 

Lord  Rawdon  deducted  the  receipts  from  the  expenditure^ 
by  which  there  appeared  a  deticiency  of  7>330>873L  on  the 
face  of  the  laft  three  year's  accounts,  which,  divided  by  three» 
made  the  deficiency  of  each  year  2,443,6241.  6$.  8d.  This, 
be  contended,  was  the  true  flate  of  the  public  finances,  and  ' 

fuch  a  one  as  called  for  the  difcuflion  of  Parliament,  that 
fome  method  might  be  adopted  to  put  a  ftop  to  fo  ruinous  a 
'  fyftem  of  government;  for  if  the  next  three  years  were  to 
play  the  fame  lofing  game  as  the  three  laft  years,  we  fhould 
in  a  time  of  profound  peace,  be  gettins  near  two  millions  and 
a  half  every  yerr  into  debt,  under  the  falfe  pretence  of  paving 
'ofFone  million  annually.  He  was  well  aware  that  his  ftate- 
ment  would  be  called  fallacious,  and  he  expected  to  be  accu- 
fed  of  having  charged  what  he  had  no  right  to  fel  down  to  the 
debt  fjde,  and  alfo  of  having  taken  credit  for  what  was  not  a 
credit  within  that  period  of  time;  but  his  calculation  was  for- 
med on  the  three  laft  years,  and  it  drew  its  ftrength  from 
thofe  inconteftible  proofs  which  lay  on  the  table, — the  public 
accounts 

The  Duke  of  Richmond  contended,  that  in  almoft  every  Duke  of 
part  of  what  the  noble  Lord  had  ftated,  there  was  a  fallacy  Hichmond 
introduced  to  miilead  the  judgement,  and  perplex  theunder-^ 
Aanding  of  the  Koufe,  a  kind  of  fyftematical  falfe  concIu« 
fjons,  drawn  from  premifes  that  were  not  eftablifhed.  Nay^ 
to  tike  up  the  noble  Lord's  own  ftatement,  there  was  error 
upon  error,  in  the  very  common  article  of  addition.  The 
Duke  referred,  for  proofs,  to  the  papers  themfelves,  where- 
in, according  to  his  remarks,  the  expenditure,  which  Lord 
Rawdon  made  fifiy-two  millions  and  a  half,  appeared  but 
fifty-one  millions  and  a  half.  This,  however,  was  not  the 
point  which  he  meant  to  combat,  for  it  was  fo  plain  that 
every  fchool  hoy  who  underdood  addition  rauft  difcover  the 
falfity  of  the  fum  total. 

The  grand  point  which  the  noble  Lords  in  oj^ofition  meant 
to  carry  by  this  enquiry,  wss  wrapped  up  in  a  confufion  of 
figures,  not  fo  eafily  underftood  as  tt^e  miftake  of  that  mil- 

VoL.  XXVL  Mm     •  lion. 


274  PARLIAMENTARY         A.  1789. 

lioD)  it  was  in  a  kind  of  fpeculative  cloak,  which  covered  a 
multitude  of  w;-otig  calculations.  In  the  firft  inftance  it  was 
unfair  to  average  the  three  years  finance,  which  evidently 
were  fele£led,  becaufe  two  years  average  mufl  have  proved 
the  truth,  and  juftified  every  fy  liable  uttered  by  the  Minifter, 
as  to  the  annual  faving  of  a  million  towards  paying  off  the 
national  debt. 

In  th«  ftatement  made  by  the  noble  Lord,  under  the  head 
of  expenditure,  he  charged  the  amount  of  deficiency  in  the 
land  and  malt  tax,  which  fums  did  not  belong  to  the  fervices 
of  the  three  years  from  1786  to   1789.    They  had,  in  fa'S^, 
nothing  to  do  with  them,  and  were  lugged  in  merely  to  ferve 
the  purpofe  of  fwelling  the  balance  againft  the  receipts.     It 
was  in  vain  for  the  noble  Lord  to  deny  this.     The  (slA  {o 
firongly  fpoke  for  itfelf  that  no  eloquence  could  fhield  it 
from  difcovery,  no  intricacy  of  figures  hide  it  from  the  eye 
of  truth.     And  this  fum  was  confiderable,  added  to  another, 
(the  lottery)  which  was  alfo  introduced  in  the  fame  unwar- 
rantable manner,  making  in  the  whole  near  a  million,  that 
mufl  be  ftruck  oflFfrom  the  fi6litious  deficiency  arifing  out  of 
thofe  fiftitious  calculations.     The  debts  of  the  year  antece- 
^  dent  to  1789  were  not  to  be  made  credits,  and  brought  into 
confideration  on  the  wrong  fide  of  the  account ;  and  yet  this 
was  the  mode  of  fupporting  the  famous  charge  of  deficiency  ; 
a  charge  which  he  Ihould  completely  overrhrow,  and  which 
he  would  certainly  prove  to  be  a  political  falfity,  calculated 
to  lefien  public  credit,  and  deceive  the  judgement  of  the 
people.     The  income  of  the  year  1788  was  not  an  income 
on  whi:ch  the  revenues  of  this  country  were  to  be  calculated, 
it  was  far,  very  far  below  any  other  year,  and,  evidently, 
from  a  general  uagnation  of  trade,  occafioned  by  the  then 
agitation  of  the  commercial  treaty ;  every  branch  of  com- 
merce flanding  ftill,  and  waiting  the  event  of  fo  important  a 
matter.     This  the  noble  Lord  appeared  to  know,  in  a  kind 
of  confcious  acknowledgement  that  he  had  taken  it  into  his 
average,  although  it  was  unfair,  becaufe,  if  he  did  not,  the 
whole  of  his  flatement  muft  have  fallen  to  the  ground,  and 
the  million  faved  be  no  longer  a  matter  of  doubt.     The  noble 
Lord  had  dlfo  calculated  from  the  concliifion  of  an  expenfive 
war,  which  he  had  no  right  to  do.     Some  little  time  ought 
to  be  allowed  for  breathing ;  but  that  would  not  have  anfwer- 
ed  the  purpofe,  for  the  growing  profperity  of  our  finances 
was  fuch  fince  1786,  that  an  inveftigation  of  them,  without 
taking  in  that  unprodudlive  year,  would  have  foefiablilhedall 
that  had  been  advanced  by  His  Majefty's  Minifters,  and  fo 
clearly  demonfirated  the  profperity  of  our  finances,  that  no- 
thing would  have  remained  for  oppofition,  but  to  fit  down  in 

fullcn 
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fullen  filence,  to  view  the  growing  wealth  and  encrcaCng 
conrequence  of  the  empire. 

The  Duke  next  entered  into  all  the  minutis  of  all  the  de* 
£ciencies,  extraordinary  expences,  and  probable  refonrces; 
conrrafting  his  ftatement  with  that  made  by  Lord  Rawdon, 
for  the  purpoie  of  demonftratively  proving,  by  the  printed 
papers,  from  which  the  charges  againft  the  Minifter  were  ta- 
ken, that  every  calculation  was  erroneous,  that  it  was  a 
trumped  up  account  of  fums,  which  had  no  exiftence  in 
troth,  falfely  multiplied,  erroneoufly  divided,  improperly 
fubtraded,  and  jefuitically  added^  in  the  feveral  forms  of 
arithmetic,  into  which  they  were,  with  fuch  amazing  art, 
Taried)  to  fuit  the  political  purpofes  of  the  day. 

The  increafe  of  the  army  was  a  matter  which  human  pe- 
netration could  not  forefee,  but  which  human  judgement 
muft  allow  to  be  great.  It  was  not  in  the  power  of  England 
to  tell  what  fecretly  pafled  in  the  bofoms  of  Holland,  Den- 
mark, or  Sweden;  but  it  was  requifite  when  danger  threat- 
ened, that  wefhould  not,  as  fome  former  Miniilershad  done, 
wait  for  the  blow  to  be  ftruck  before  we  wem  prepared  to  re- 
turn it.  The  extraordinaries  of  the  navy  had  the  fame  plea 
— that  defence  was  our  flrong  fafeguard,  our  boa  A,  our 
glory,  our  pride ;  and  it  was  requifite  to  keep  it  up  with  dig- 
nity at  all  times,  and  with  a  ftrong  countenance  when  dan- 
ger threatened :  our  fortifications  for  the  fame  reafon  were 
not  to  be  flighted.  It  would  argue  great  negleft  if  the 
ditches  were  to  be  funk,  and  the  parapets  ralfed,  when  the 
enemy  approached  our  (hore.  Then,  indeed,  the  members 
of  oppoCtion  might  have  true  caufe  of  complaint;  then  Mi- 
nifters  might  beg  for  mercy,  and  refign,  through  want  of  ca- 
pacity to  govern  and  direct.  The  revenues  of  this  country 
(the  Duke  contended)  were  in  the  moft  flourlfliing  ftate,  and 
the  income  had  already  rifen  above  the  eflim^te  formed  for 
the  year  1789;  and  no  doubt  remained  of  a  further  increafe, 
and  an  a£lual  certainty  of  being  able  to  add,  inftead  of  dimi- 
ni(h,  the  fum  allotted  for  leflTening  the  national  debt. 

In  conclufion,  he  obferved  that  the  legacies  left  by  a  noble 
Lord,  (North)  when  the  Parliament  difmifled  him  from  his  • 
office,  were  an  exhaufted  Treafury  and  fallacious  ftatements ; 
but  whenfoever  the  future  fucceflbrs  of  tiie  prefent  Miniftry 
fhould  enter  upon  their  political  departments,  they  would 
find  ftrong,  ferviceable,  and  brilliant  traces  of  integrity, 
forefight,  and  economy. 

Lord  RawdoHf  rifing  to  explain,  obferved  that  the  moft      Lord 
ungracious  tafk  which  a  Minifter  had  to  go  through  was  to  Rawdon. 
impofe  taxes  on  the  people.     He  did  not  objedl  to  the  impo- 
fition  of  taxes,  or  to  any  fcheme  by  which  the  revenue  might 
be  fairly  improved  :  but  he  had  many  objections  to  that  mode 

Mm  %  of 
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of  levying  taxes  which  had  been  lately  adopted  by  the  alarm- 
ing extenfion  of  the  Excife  laws.     He  difiered  from  the  noble 
Duke  in  the  hopes  which  hp  entertained  of  any  confidtr^le 
faving  from  the  redu£bion  of  our  eftablifliroents.    His  opinioa 
was  that  no  material  redu£tion  could  take  place  either  in  om 
pavy  or  our  army,  confiftent  with  the  public  fafety.     The 
number  of  fhips  in  commiillon  would  probably  be  kept  up; 
;ind  the  noble  Duke's  fcheme  of  fortifying  the  Weft-India 
illands  woiild  perhaps  require  an  additional  number  of  troops 
to  garrifon  them»  for  he  maintained  that  if  they  were  not  de- 
fended by  a  fufficient  army>  every  fpecies  of  fortification  was 
giving  additional  ftrength  to  the  enemy ;  and  it  was  thatcir- 
cumftanqei  by  encreafing  the  peace  eftablifhmeht  of  ourarmy^ 
which  rendered  fortifications  a  very  proper  ground  of  alarm 
to  this  country.  From  thisdigrefTion,  Lord  Rawdon  return- 
ing to  the  accounts  on  the  table,  challenged  the  noble  Duke, 
by  a  fair  ^atenient  of  the  natbiial  income  with  the  expendi* 
ture,  to  difprove  his  arguments,  and  it  was  by  that  only  that 
the  refult  could  be  fairly  afcertaiped. 
puke  of       The  Duke  of  Richmond  perfifled  in  his  former  opinion, 
^ichfnond  ^)^^^  fj^^^  the  average  of  the  two  years  dated  by  the  Com* 
mittee  they  were  well  founded  in  their  report.     He  defended 
his  fortification  from  the  attacks  of  Lord  Rawdon,  and  faid 
that  if  they  could  give  additional  ftrength  to  our  enemies  they 
muft  of  courfe  be  of  the  fame  advantage  to  us  as  long  as  we 
kept  pofleffion  of  them.     He  infifted  that  a  Arong  pofl»  com^ 
municating  with  the  fea,  was  eftentially  neceiTary  to  the  pre? 
fervation  of  the  Weft  India  iflands. 
I-o*"d         Lord  ff^aljingham  followed  the  Duke  of  Richmond,  and 
\valfing.  jirgued  the  fubjeiSl  upon  the  fame  grounds  ;ts  the  Committee 

**"*  appointed  by  the  Houfe  of  Commous. 
V ifcouBt  Vifcount  Stormont  fnpporting  the  arguments  of  Lord  Raw- 
fitorwioBt.  <]on,  declared  that  the  aiTeirion  of  the  noble  Duke  that  the 
Exchequer  bills,  iflued  in  1786,  formed  no  part  of  the  debt  of 
that  year,  becnufe  they  had  been  voted  in  1 785,  was  as  abfurd 
as  it  was  indefealible.  1  lie  iaO.  was  that  Exchequer  bills 
never  became  a  charge  on  the  pnMic,  till  they  were  iiTued; 
whether  they  were  voted  in  1 785  or  not  was  of  no  fort  of  con - 
fequence,  they  were  not  ifFued  fill  1786,  and  therefore  they 
certainly  came  to  he  included  in  the  Athi  of  that  year  as  much 
as  any  other  fura.  No  credit  ought  to  be  given  to  cny  calcu- 
lations which  were  not  founded  upon  a  fair  comparifon  of  the 
a6lual  receipt  with  the  actual  expenditure;  in  his  opinion  the 
ftaatement  of  the  noble  Duke  was  radically  wrong,  becaufe 
it  proceeded  on  an  hypothefis  which  the  accounts  themfelves 
did  not  jiiftify.  He  could  not  flatter  himfelf  with  feeing  the 
h(*pes  of  the  noble  Duke  realized  as  to  the  reduAion  of  the 
juvy  and  army.  Our  fituation  in  the  Eaft  Indies,  the  weak- 
*  ^  nc^ 
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nefs  of  which  he  had,  on  a  former  occafion,  pointed  out, 
would  require  a  confiderable  naval  force  to  be  kept  up,  and 
the  noble  Duke's  fortifications,  as  weU  as  our  new  connec-* 
tions  on  the  Continent,  would  probably  prevent  any  farther 
redu£tion  of  our  military  eftablifliment.  Upon  the  whole 
he  was  decidedly  of  opinion  that  the  ftatement  of  our  finan- 
ces, as  prefented  to  the  public  view,  was  fallacious,  and 
tlierefore  an  enquiry  into  our  real  fituation  was  indifpenfably 
neceflary. 

Earl  Bathurji  difapproved  of  bringing  forward  any  invefti-  Earl 
gat  ion  of  our  finances  at  fo  late  a  period  of  the  feflion,  when  Bathuril. 
it  would  be  impofiible  to  provide  new  taxes,  even  if  they 
fliould  be  found  to  b^  neceflary.  He  approved  of  the  fcheme 
of  a  finking  fund  for  the  payment  of  the  national  debt,  the 
good  efFed  of  which  (though  perhaps  he  might  not  live  to 
fee  it>  would  be  foon  felt.     The  high  price  of  the  funds  was  \ 

a  proof  of  the  good  opinion  entertained  of  the  public  credit ; 
and  he  did  not  believe  that  the  eloquence  of  the  noble  Lord 
in  that  Houfe,  or'of  an  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Sheridan) 
in  another,  would  tend  much  to  diminifh  it.  He  added  that 
in  a  few  years  the  nation  would  derive  a  very  large  annual 
fum  frqm  the  furplus  of  the  revenue  arifing  from  our  territo- 
ries in  India. 

Lord  Loughborough  remarked  that  he  agreed  witii  the  noble  Lord 
and  learned  Earl  on  the  impropriety  of  bringing  forward  Loughbo. 
queftions  of  great  public  importance  at  fo  late  a  period  of  the  ri;ugh. 
year;  but  though  his  obfervation  was  juft,  he  h.^d  unfortu- 
nately applied  it  to  tlie  wrong  fide  of  the  Houfe.  It  was  to 
His  Majefiy's  Miniders  that  the  noble  Eanl  ought  to  have  di- 
refled  that  part  of  his  argument ;  for  furely  it  did  not  belong 
to  the  noble  Peers  near  him  to  prepare  and  lay  before  Parlia- 
ment the  various  branches  of  the  public  income  and  expendi- 
ture. He  therefore  hoped  the  noble  Earl,  wlieu  he  faw  other 
queAions  of  great  political  magnitude  attempted  to  be  carried 
through  the  Houfe  at  a  period  of  the  feflion  flill  later,  would 
be  equally  anxious  to  reprobate  the  indecency  of  the  pro- 
ceeding. 1  he  prefent  was  a  quelHon  which  did  not  require 
the  aid  or  the  embellifhment  of  eloquence,  the  plain  dullnefs 
of  vulgar  arithmetic  was  perfe^flly  equal  tothetaik.  It  was 
not  a  queflion  of  party ;  it  was  of  no  confeqiiencV  who  was 
Minifter;  but  the  people  ought  not  to  be  deluded  with  falfe 
hopes  of  the  flourifhing  ftate  of  their  fiiiances;  they  ought 
to  have  a  faithful  and  an  accurate  detail  of  their  real  fituation, 
inftead  of  a  delufive,  temporifing  fyfiem,  the  fallacy  of  which 
even  the  experience  of  three  years  had  compleatly  expofed. 

Lord  Loughborough  ridiculed  the  iden  of  judging  of  the 
^ourifliing  ftate  of  our  finances  from  the  high  price  of  flocks. 
Their  rife  or  fall  dfpended  not  on  fuch  invefligations.    The 

quantity 
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qtrantity  of  money  in  circulation  in  the  market,  and  not  the 
calculation  of  the  amount  of  the  public  income  or  expendi- 
ture, was  the  fole  cauie  of  their  flud^uation.  in  looking  over 
the  accounts  on  the  table,  he  was  ftruck  with  the  impropriety 
of  the  mode  in  wHich  they  were  made  up.  In  enabling  the 
Houfe  to  judg';  of  the  real  fituation  of  the  country,  the  net 
receipts  ought  to  be  ftated  againfl  the  net  expenditure;  in- 
ftead  of  that  limple  mode,  they  were  puzzled  with  accounts 
of  arrears  and  other  contingent  anicles,  the  exaft  amount  of 
which  it  was  impofilble  to  afcertain.  He  did  not  mean  to  ex- 
clude the  accounts  of  arrears ;  but  they  ougiit  te  be  ftated  by 
thetnfeJres  in  oppofitton  to  the  debts  due  by  the  public. 
"With  regArd  to  the  boafted  furplus,  it  was  impoffiWe  to  con- 
fider  it  ferioufly  as  having-  efFe<Sled  any  real  diminution  of  the 
public  debt ;  it  was  in  faA  borrowing  with  one  hand  to  pay 
with  another.  As  to  tlic  flattering  hope  entertained  of  the 
public  receiving  any  aid  from  the  Eaft-lndia  Company,  that 
was  a  vain  expe£tation ;  he  underftood  that  they  were,  that 
day,  foliciting  in  another  plaoe  the  ruitious  expedient  of  add- 
•  ing  anotlicr  million  to  their  capital,  without  which  they 
would  be  unable  to  pay  their  bills.  This  was,  in  faft,  vir- 
tually pledging  Parliament  to  renew  their  charters,  though  it 
was  evident  to  every  man  who  had  inveftigated  their  affairs 
that  in  every  article,  tea  excepted,  they  were  trading  at  a 
very  confiderable  annual  lofs, 
Lf»r<J  Lord   Rawdon   requefted  the  farther   indulgence  of  the 

Itawdon*  Houfe  while  he  made  a  propofition  to  the  noble  Duke,  which 
he  trufted  from  the  fairnefs  of  it,  he  would  not  oppofe. 
They  had  drawn  different  conclu(ions  from  a  comparifon  of 
the  fame  accounts ;  he  therefore  propofed  to  accommodate 
their  difference,  by  referring  them  to  the  examination  of  a 
Committee;  but  he  would  not  make  any  motion  without 
the  noble  Duke's  approbationi 
Vixkc  of       The  ])uke  of  Richmond  aMv:ered  that  he  would  not  con- 

HicUinond  fept  to  a  Committee,  but  he  would  furnilh  the  noble  Lord 
with  his  calculations. 

The  Chancellor  put  the  qoeftion  that  the  bill  be  read  a  fe- 
cond  time,  wliich  was  carried* 
The  Houfe  adjourned. 

On  the  firft  reading  of  the  Revolution  bill, 

C'lfhcfp  nf     *  7  he  Bifliop  of  Bangor  having  r(»marlced  that  all  the  Lord^ 

h^ngor,    with  whom  he  had  converfed  were  of  opinion  that  this  hill 

ought  to  be  oppoi'ed  at  the  firft  reading,  added  that  he  would 

|j;ive  fuch  reafon<;  as  occurred  to  him^  on  a  fudden,  why  this 

bill  could  nor,  witn  proprietv,  be  fuffered  to  pafs  into  a  law. 

He  oblerved  that  fuch  a  bill  was  totallv  unneceflarv,  as  the 

great 
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great  event  of  the  Revolution  was  in  a  very  particular  man- 
ner taken  notice  of  every  year  in  tlie  fervice  of  our  Church, 
for  the  5th  of  Novemher.  He  then  remarked  that  it  was  ju- 
dicious to  couple  this  event  with  that  of  oui  deliverance  from 
the  gunpowder  plot,  as  we  were  faved  in  hothcare€by  iignal 
inftances  of  God's  good  providence,  from  Popifli  tyranny, 
and  arbitrary  power.  The  Bifliop  faid  that  this  great  event 
was  mentioned  in  one  long  prayery  which  was  drawn  up  on 
that  occafion,  and  added  to  the  fervice  of  the  day  ;  and  be- 
fides  this,  notice  was  taken  of  it  in  two  or  three  other  places. 
He  next  remarked  that  the  introdudiory  fentences  were  all 
added  on  account  of  the  Revolution,  and  alfo  the  hymn  in- 
ftead  of  the  Faiite  Exuliimus,  He  farther  faid  that  there  were 
other  very  material  alterations  and  additions,  in  order  to 
adapt  and  accommodate  the  lervice  to  the  commemorating  of 
fo  great  a  bleffing  as  the  Revolution  had  proved;  and  then  lie 
ohlerved,  in  geneniJ,  that  the  fervice  was  drawn  up  with 
great  gravity  and  wildom,  and  was  as  good  and  as  unexcepti- 
onable a  fervice  as  any  in  the  whole  Book  of  Common 
Prayer;  and  no  wonder,  as  it  was  drawn  up  by  thofe  very 
Divines  who  had  contributed  more  than  any  other  order  of 
men  in  the  kingdom,  towaids  bringing  on  tlie  Revolution^ 
by  their  matchlefs  writings  againfl  arbitrary  power  and  Popifh 
fuperftition.  The  ftatute,  called  the  Bill  of  Rights,  was  or- 
dered by  thisaf^  to  he  read  in  our  churches  once  a  year.  '1  liis 
the  Biihop  much  difapprovcd  of,  and  gave  feveral  reafons  why 
bethought  it  highly  improper;  and  then  he  concluded  with 
faying  that  thefc  were  the  reafons  which  occurred  to  him,  on 
the  fudden,  as  he  did  not  know  till  that  moment  that  the 
bill  had  been  brought  up  from  the  Commons;  and  not  being 
willing  to  take  up  any  more  of  their  Lordlhips'  time,  he 
moved  that  the  bill  be  not  read  a  firli  time. 

Earl  Stanhope  exprefled  his  aftonilhment  that  a  Proteftant  Earl 
BiAiop  fhould  be  againft  returning  thanks  to  Almighty  God,  SuuLi-pc 
for  our  deliverance  from  Popifh  tyranny  and  arbitrary  power, 
as  all  the  rights  and  privileges  which  that  learned  and  right 
reverend  Prelate  and  the  reft  of  his  brethren  enjoyed,  were 
eritirely  derived  from  the  Revolution.  He  then  obfcrved  that 
the  nation  in  general  attended  too  little  to  this  grejt  everjt ; 
and  for  that  reafon  it  was  proper  that  a  folemn  day  of  thankf- 
giving  Ihould  be  appointed,  in  order  to  rouze  the  people  into 
a  due  fenfe  of  the  great  hlellings  they  enjoved  from  this  glori- 
ous and  ever-memorahJe  event.  He  found  fault  with  the  fer- 
vice of  the  church,  appropriared  for  the  5th  of  Novemher,  as 
it  ftands  in  our  liturgy,  and  though  it  niijrhr  he  much  impro- 
ved, and  made  more  applicable  to  the  fuhje<5t  of  the  R.eYolu- 
tioii. 

Earl 
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Earl  Stanhope  next  read  a  fentence  or  two  from  the  fenrice 
of  the  5th  of  November^  and  obferved  that  we  do  not  return 
thanks  to  Almighty  God  for  the  reftoration  of  our  liberties, 
but  only  thanked  God,  becaufe  He  made  all  oppofition  £dl 
before  the  King — a  foreign  King,  with  a  foreign  army.  He 
then  complained  very  much  of  the  indignity  of  the  mode  of 
oppofing  a  bill  at  the  firft  reading,  and  hoped  that  the  right 
reverend  and  learned  Prelate  would  withdraw  his  motion,  and 
let  the  bill  be  read  a  firft  time,  and  then  appoint  a  day  for  a  fe- 
cond  reading,  when  all  parties  would  be  better  prepared  to 
oppofe  or  defend, 
Ld.  Chan-  The  Lord  Chancellor  begged  leave  to  aflure  their  Lordfhips, 
cellor.  that  from  long  experience  he  knew  that  the  right  reverend  and 
learned  Prelate  had  as  proper  a  fenfe  of  the  great  b1effin|>s 
which  were  derived  from  the  Revolution,  as  any  Member  in 
that  Houfe,  and  was  as  ready  to  join  in  returning  his  fincere 
thanks  to  Almighty  God  for  the  deliverance  which  wm 
wrought  for  us  by  that  event;  but  notwithftanding  this,  his 
rignt  reverend  and  learned  friend  did  not  think  it  necefiary 
that  any  other  mode  of  returning  our  thanks,  as  a  nation,  was 
at  all  necefiary  than  what  was  akeady  e(labli(hed ;  and  the 
reafons  which  he  had  given  their  Lordfliips  for  his  opinion 
were  perfectly  fatisfa£lory  to  himfelf,  and  would,  he  believed, 
'  prove  fatisfaf^ory  to  the  generality  (^ their  Lordfhips, 

The  ferviceof  the  church,  in  whieh  the  event  of  the  Re- 
volution was  commenforated,  was  a  very  proper  fervice  for 
the  occafion ;  and  he  thought  the  paflage  which  the  noble 
Earl  had  quoted  was  particularly  apt  and  proper,  and  did  not 
'  lie  open  to  any  of  the  obje^ions  which  the  nobl«  Earl  had 
made  to  it. 

He  could  not,  therefore,  avoid  being  furprifed  to  difcovcr 
the  noble  Earl  faying  that  in  the  prefent  fervice  we  returned 
thanks  to  Almighty  God,  becaufe  all  oppofition  had  fallen  be- 
fore a  foreign  King  with  a  foreign  army.  The  right  rever«i*l 
and  learned  Prelate  never  fpoke  of  the  Revolution  in  foch 
terms  as  thefe;  for  heunderftood  the  fubje£b  too  wdl,  and 
had  too  juft  a  fenfe  of  that  glorious  event,  ever  to  ufe  expref- 
ilons  of  fuch  a  nature. 
Earl  of  The  Earl  of  Hopetoun  obferved  that  the  learned  and  noble 
Hopetoun  Lord  from  the  Woolfack  had  delivered  his  (entimenrs  with 
great  dignity;  but,  at  the  fame  tinrie,  had  treated  the  bill 
with  great  indignity,  which  he  did  not  approve  of,  as  \\t 
thought  that  the  bill  ought  not  to  he  oppofed  in  this  ftag< 
For  his  own  part  heconfidered  it  as  a  good  bill,  and  Ihouli 
vote  for  it  in  every  ftage. 

On  the  qucflion  being  put,  thirteen  voted  for  the  Biftiop's 
motion,  and  fix  againft  it;  upon  which  the  bill  was  rc- 
jedled, 

Viibo^niv 
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Vifcount  Stormont  rofe  and  prefented  a  petition  from  the 
Corporation  of  London  agaiiift  the  Tobacco  Bill. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  declared  himfcif  againft  admitting  the 
petition.  On  a  former  day  he  had  aflented  to  the'propriety 
of  liftening  to  the  remonflrances  of  any  body  of  men,  whofe 
rights  might  LeafFefted  by  any  parliamentary  aft;  but  this 
petition  was  not  from  any  fuch  body.  The  citizens  of  Lon- 
don a(  large  could  not  be  more  injured  by  the  bill,  if  there 
•^ere  any  thing  injurious  in  it,  than  any  other  community  : 
this  petition  came  from  them  not  as  a  body  compofed  of  indi- 
viduals aggrieved,  but  in  their  corporate  capacity ;  and  he 
prefumed  that  the  Corporation  of  London  were  not  to  in- 
ilru£t  the  Legiflature  in  matters  relevant  either  to  law  or 
politics. 

The  petition  was  not  fuffered  to  be  brought  up. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

fVedmfdayy  2i)tb  July. 

The  order  of  the  day  having  been  read  for  a  fecond  read- 
ing of  the  Tobacco  Bill, 

Vifcount  Stormont  rofe  firft,  and  declared  that  upon  the  VifcouMt 
prefent  occafion,  he  fliould  confider  himfelf  as  highly  repre-  Stormont. 
henfible  were  he  not  to  folicit  the  candid  and  ferious  atten- 
tion of  their  Lordfliips,  whilft  he  prevented  the  bill  from 
being  read  a  fecond  time,  until  he  fhould  have  oiFered  his 
fentiments  to  the  Houfe  upon  its  general  principle,  as  well 
as  the  abfurdities  which  arofe  out  of  the  heterogeneous  mafs 
of  matter  which  had  been  introduced  into  it,  under  the  title 
of^'neceflary  claufes  for  the  regulation  of  the  tobacco  trade." 
He  fliould,  however,  take  notice  only  of  fuch  a  portion  of 
the  claufes  as  would,  in  fome  degree,  be  neceflary,  in  order 
to  prove  the  abfuxdity  of  the  whole  from  the  difcordance  of 
its  parts ;  the  objeftions  to  particular  claufes  would  more  im- 
mediately belong  to  the  difcuffion  of  the  bill  in  a  Committee, 
if  their  Lprdfhips  fliould  think  fit  to  commit  it,  confidering 
it  as  a  bill  capable  of  any  ufeful  amendment  whjitfoever. 

With  refpeft  to  the  general  principle  of  the  bill  it  might  be 
confidered  to  have  taken  its  rife  from  the  hiftory  of  the  poli- 
tical career  of  Sir  Robert  Waljpole,  when  the  temper  of  the 
nation  was  fuppofed  to  be  cherifhed  in  a  hot-bed,  but  now^ 
he  feared,  we  were  freezing  in  a  cold  bed;  and  that  the  warm 
and  intemperate  zeal  of  a  Minifter  is  conquering  the  lazy- 
apathy  of  the  people :  the  attempts  of  Sir  Robert  Walpole  to 
extend  theExcife  laws,  arouzed  the  fufpicions  and  refinance 
of  the  public,  and  yet  his  attempts  were  not  fo  daring  as 
thofe  contained  in  the  prefent  bill ;  for  even  in  the  very  worft 
of  them,  although  the  ufual  obnoxious  claufes  in  Excife 
bills  were  introduced^  yet  they  were  accompanied  with  one 
•  Vat.'XXVL  N  n  alleviating 
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alleviating  circumflance,  which  was  nothing  Icfs  than  an 
appeal  to  the  Judges,  from  thedecifion  oftheCominiffioners 
of  the  Excife;  but  not  even  this  confolation  was  held  out  to 
thofe  who  are  to  be  aiFefted  by  the  operation  of  the  prefent 
bill.  The  contents  of  this  bill  he  did  not  wifh  to  conceal  or 
exaggerate  by  any  over-coloured  defcription;  he  wiihed  to 
try  them  fairly  by  their  o>yn  merits.  He  would  confider 
them  even  in  the  very  manner,  and  on  the  very  foundation, 
which  is  alledged  to  be  the  Jlamina  of  the  bill  itfelf,  that  is, 
whether  it  will  operate  to  the  increafe  of  the  revenue  by  pre- 
venting fraud  in  the  nianufafture  of  the  article  of  tobacco? 
or,  in  other  words,  whether  the  contents  of  the  bill  are  fuch 
as  to  render  it  proper  and  expedient  for  their  Lordfhips  to 
give  it  their  fandlion,  and  to  ufe  their  endeavours  to  pafs  it 
into  a  law  ? 

The  perfons  concerned  in  the  framing  of  this  bill,  in  its 
original  form,  found  themfelves  fo  much  miflaken  that  they 
were  obliged  to  abandon  their  original  fcheme,  that  of  allow- 
ing the  officer  to  take  flock  during  the  procefs;  they  found 

.  the  torrent  of  evidence  bearing  againft  them  with  fuch  irre- 
iiftible  force,  that  they  were  obliged  to  alter  the  form  of  the 
bill;  but  they  could  not  alter  the  fubftance ;  and  although  it 
had  now  a  different  afpeft  to  that  which  it  afTumed  original- 
ly, yet  in  point  of  fpirit  it  is  flill  the  fame ;  the  framers  of 
the  bill  were  miftaken  in  the  beginning  of  the  bill,  and  alfo 
in  the  end  of  it;  the  middle  mufl  therefore  be  ufelefs ;  from 
the  mlftakes  of  the  beginning  and  the  end  arofe  thofe  number- 
lefs  inconflflencies,  incongruities,  abfurdities,  and  contra- 
di(Slion$,  fo  confpicuous  in  the  whole  mafs ;  and  that  thefe 
epithets  were  applicable  to  the  bill,  would  be  readily  allowed 
by  thofe  who  perufed  its  contents.  Heaven  forbid  that  he 
A)ould  call  their  Lordfliips*  attention  to  all  the  abfurdities  of 
this  bill,  although  he  had  taken  a  painful  journey  over  them 

.  himfelf ;  the  refult  of  that  excuriion  was  fuch  as  to  enable 
him  to  declare  upon  his  honour  that  he  was  convinced  of  the 
impoffibility  of  regulating  the  contents  of  this  bill  to  fuch 
uniformity  as  would  render  them  a  confiftent  code  of  law; 
this  he  illuftrated  by  various  references  to  fails  in  the  trade, 
as  contra -diftinguifhed  with  the  different  claufes  in  the  bill; 
for  inftance,  were  he  to  afk  whether  fnuff  was  to  be  weighed 
by  the  Excife  officer  ?  the  anfwer  would  be — yes ;  for  the 
claufes  in  the  bill  declare  fo,  eommine;  this  muft  be  during  a 
procefs ;  for  the  fnufF  is  always  in  a  ftate  of  operation.  What 
then  became  of  the  claufe  which  afFefts  to  alleviate  the  hard- 
fhip  of  the  cafe  of  the  manufafturers,  by  promifing  that  the 
officer  fhall  not  take  flock  during  the  operation  ?  Thus  was 
proved  the  abfurdity  which  arifes  from  the  palpable  contra- 
diiflions  of  the  various  claufes  in  the  bill;  indeed  they  coun- 

terafted 
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terad^ed  each  other  like  oppofite  equations  in  prbblems  of  al- 
gebra. Thefecircumftances  would  ftrip  the  bill  of  all  fem- 
blance  of  merit ;  for  they  would  take  away  the  favourite 
maxims  which  had  been  fo  often  urged  for  the  introduftion  of 
the  fyftem — augmentation  of  revenue;  thefecircumftances 
would  render  the  whole  plan  unproduftive;  and  of  all  the 
raonfters  that  ever  made  their  appearance  in  a  State,  that  of  an 
\inprodu£live  Excife  fyftem  was  the  moft  monftrous.  He 
ihould  not  enumerate  all  thp  abfurd'claufes  in  this  bill,  be- 
caufe  he  was  unwilling  to  detain  their  Lordfliips  too  long 
upon  a  point  which  was  in  itfelf  fo  clear;  for  were  he  only 
to  claim  the  attention  of  the  Houfe  to  all  the  abfurdity  which  . 
appeared  even  in  the  ftriking  claufes  of  the  bill,  he  ftiould 
take  up  more  time  than  the  Houfe  would  willingly  wifli  to 
beftow. 

The  framers  of  this  bill  had,  in  forming  their  plan,  paid 
no  attention  to  the  nature  of  the  manufadure  which  they 
profefs  to  regulate;  indeed  they  had  paid  no  regard  to  the 
unalterable  nature  of  things,  for  they  had  impoied  upon  the 
manufaflurers  of  tobacco,  a  tafk  fuperior  to  the  moft  ftre- 
nuous  ede£ls  of  human  capacity ;  they  had  called  for  a  fixed 
and  permanent  rule' to  govern  that  which  is  liable  to  perpetu- 
al flu£luation  and  change ;  for  by  the  perufal  of  this  bill  in 
the^abfence  of  other  information,  who  would  not  think  that 
tobacco  is  as  invariable,  fixed,  and  determined  in  its  weight 
as  diamonds  or  gold !  How  different  was  this  aftumption  in 
the  bill  from  the  nature  of  tobacco  I  for  all  thofe  who  knew 
any  thing  muft  know  that  tobacco,  in  point  of  weight,  is  in- 
fluenced by  the  atmofphere,  and  was  heavy  and  light  in  pro- 
portion  as  the  ambient  air  was  cOndenfed  or  attenuated;  as 
well  therefore  might  the  framers  of  this  bill  have  inferted  a 
claufein  it,  inflidtinga  penalty  for  copious  perfpiration  in 
the  dog  days,  or  for  taking  cold  in  the  eaftern  winds !  To- 
bacco being  thus  circumftanced,  it  would  be  impofTible  to  af- 
certain  at  what  period  it  can,  without  prejudice  to  the  manu- 
faflurer,  be  weighed;  this  bill  would  therefore  infiift  on  the 
manufaflurer  a  penalty  for  the  erroj  of  the  Excifeman. 

The  next  point  to  be  confidered  was  the  regulation  intend- 
ed by  the  framers  of  the  bil  ft  o  operate  upon  the  mixture  of 
the  tobacco;  and  to  this  plan  there  were  unfurmountable  ob- 
ilacles  and  unanfwerable  objedlions;  it  was  well  known  that 
when  tobacco  is  in  a  ftate  of  fermentation,  which  would  be 
too  ftrong  for  its  quality,  it  was  the  praftice  to  alloy  it  with 
frefh  tobacco,  and  this  was  a  procefs  with  which  the  manu« 
fa6lurer  could  not  difpenfe  without  infinite  injury  <o  his 
trade;  the  flavour  r/ the  tobacco,  and  confequently  its  qua- ^ 
lity,  as  well  as  th(  fuccefs  of  his  trade,  depended  upon  the 

N  n  2  procefs. 
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proccfs. '  Of  all  thefe  advantages  he  was  now  to  be  deprived^ 
the  practice  being  prohibited  by  the  prefent  bill. 

Another  very,  ftriking  harddiip,  and  moil  ferious  griev- 
ance was  to  be  infiifled  on  the  manufaflurer  by  the  prefent 
bill  ;  for  he  was  to  be  called  upon  to  decide  the  allotment  of 
the  diflFerent  fpecies  cf  tobacco  in  the  raw  material,  or  within 
twenty-four  hours  afterwards;  whereas  it  was  in  evidence, 
on  oath,  at  the  bar  of  that  Houfe,  that  it  is  impoflible  to 
form  an  opinion  of  the  proper  deAination  of  tobacco  in  that 
fpace  of  time'l  that  fometimes  after  twenty,  and  fometimes 
after  one  hundred,  days  had  elapfed  it  would  aflume  an  afpe£k 
which  would  caufe  a  change  to  take  place  in  the  defign  for 
which  it  was  originally  deftined. 

Here  Vifcount  Stormont  illufirated  the  fubjeA  by  referring 
to  evidence  given  before  the  Commons,  and  then  he  called 
upon  their  Lordfliips  to  reafon  from  analogy  in  this  cafe. 
He  wifhed  to  know  whether  it  would  not  be  deemed  a  great 
hardlhip  if  the  manufadurers  of  cotton  or  Manchefter  ftuff 
were  called  upon  to  decide  in  the  raw  material,  the  colour  or 
pattern  of  all  their  goods ;  circumftances,  it  was  well  known, 
which  always  governed  them  in  thofe  cafes. 

In  pottery,  or  china,  it  Would  be  deemed  hard  that  the 
manufadurer  fhould  decide  in  the  firft  ftage  what  part  fhall 
be  deemed  common,  and  what  ornamental;  fuch  accidents 
might  happen  to  that  which  was  at  firft  defigned  to  be  orna- 
mental as  might  render  it  indlfpenfably  nsceflary  to  change 
its  deiiination  into  common  ;  and  preclfely  in  the  fame  (itua- 
tion  flood  the  manufaflurer  of  tobacco;  and  yet  he  was  cal- 
led upon,  in  the  firft  inftance^  to  make  his  choice  as  to  the 
deftination  of  his  commodity;  this  was  glaring  injuftice  as 
far  as  it  refpe£led  tobacco,  and  fo  it  was  with  regard  to  fnuff 
alfo;  for  it  muft  often  occur  that  fnufF  would  require  a  fur- 
ther operation,  after  that  which  is  deemed  the  laft  in  the 
bill.  There  was  no  provifion  made  for  liquoring  in  the 
mill,  a  procefs  which  would  be  found  neceflary.  In  fliort, 
the  manufafiurer  was,  by  this  hill,  deprived  of  the  means  ojf 
fuiting  the  flavour  of  his  fnuflFto  the  tafte  of  the  cuftomer 
who  demands  the  commodity. 

The  bill  was  in  many  parts  abfolutely  unnatural  with 
refpeft  to  its  obje6^,  for  it  called  upon  the  manufaAurers  to 
perform  that  which,  in  the  nature  of  things,  is  impoiHble; 
this  they  had  in  evidence  at  the  bar  of  that  Hoofe.  It  was 
true,  indeed,  that  one  witnefs  had  fvvorn  that  he  could  com- 
ply with  it ;  but  on  being  afked  how,  he  anfwered  that  it 
was  from  a  certain  method  he  had  in  keeping  his  books; 
this  evidence  carried  with  it  its  own  objedtion;  for  if  he  was 
enabled  to  comply  with  theclaufes  in  the  bill,  by  a  method  of 
Jceeping  his  books  vriiich  was  peculiar  to  hirafelf,  that  pecu- 
6  liaiity 
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liarity  implied,  that  no  other  manufadurer  was  able  to  do  fo, 
as  not  poflefling  the  fame  means;  and  therefore  the  bill 
fhould  not  be  general  in  its  obje£l;  it  ought  only  to  operate 
on  thofe  who  are  able  to  comply  with  its  exadtions.  ^ 

The  next  objedk  to  be  coafidered  was,  if  poflible,  ftill 
more  ferious  than  the  former;  the  bill  impofed  a  penalty  of 
50L  on  the  manufa£kurer,  or  vender,  of  adulterated  tobacco> 
contrary  to  this  bill;  all  which  was  an  unexampled  tyranny 
and  manifeft  injuAice;  he  wiflied  to  know  upon  what  maxim^ 
philofophical  or  moral;  upon  what  principle  of  civil  liberty 
or  human  inftitution  it  was  that  this  penalty  was  thus  to  be 
impofed,  as  there  was  a  word  omitted,  which  hitherto  always 
aecompanied  every  claufe,  for  penalties  to  be  impofed  upon 
thofe  who  tranfgrefs  laws:  he  meant  the  word  *'^  knowing^* 
Without  this  word  the  moft  uninformed  and  innocent  re- 
tailer, in  the  moft  remote  and  obfcure  village,  would  become 
liable  to  beggary,  without  having  any  power  to  avoid  it,  as 
he  might,  in  the  retailing  of  one  pound  of  tobacco  by  ounces, 
incur  on  each  offence  the  penalty  of  501.,  nor  was  it  in  iht 
power  of  the  Legiilature  to  avoid  this,  unlefs  Parliament  had 
the  power  to  make  all  mankind  complete  chymids,  and  en- 
able them  to  analize  all  the  tobacco  which  came  into  their 
hands.  Thus  the  honeft  trader  was,  without  any  malverfa- 
tion,  or  even  negligence  in  himfelf,  to  be  reduced  from  a* 
ftate  of  eafy  competence  to  complete  and  abfolute  ruin.  Vif- 
count  Stormont  declared  that  he  could  not,  by  the  utmoft 
exertion  of  faith,  prevail  on  himfelf  toibelieve  that  this  bill 
will  pafs  into  a  law  until  he  fhould  a£lually  fee  it  in  the  fta- 
tute  book;  for  fo  unjuft,  tyrannical,  and  iniquitous  a  bill 
was  never  before  offered  to  the  Legiflature  of  this  country. 

Another  circumftance,  equal  in  magnitude  to  all  the  reft, 
remained  to  be  confidered ;  he  meant  the  fecrets  and  the  my- 
fieries  of  the  trade.  Thefe  would  be  laid  entirely  open  if 
this  bill  fliould  pafs  into  a  law;  a  difcovery  of  the  myftery 
muft  inevitably  be  made,  as  the  Excifeman  is  by  this  billen** 
abled  to  infpeft,  at  every  hour,  the  whole  procefs  and  opera- 
tion; he  is  permitted  to  take  famples,  which  he  may  keep 
and  compare  with  others;  nay,  he  may  enter  at  the  very 
moment  when  the  mafter  of  the  manufa3ure  is  in  the  adl  of 
mixing  the  ingredients;  a  moment  which  has  hitherto  been 
facred  to  himfdf,  he  not  even  permitting  the  moft  confiden- 
tial of  his  domeftics  to  be  prefent;  he  may  enter  even  at  thii 
inftant  and  difcover  the  whole  myftery ;  and  thus  all  that  aa 
induftrious  man  has  been  toiling  for  during  half  a  century-— 
all  that  was  honeftly  transferred  to  him  from  his  father — all 
that  providence,  in  its  bounty,  has  been  pleafed  to  beftow  on 
him— every  thing  which  he  thought  worth  preferving— 
every  thing  which  he  hoped,   in  a  free  country,  ftiould 

always 
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always  be  protedted  by  the  law — is  to  be  fnatcbed  from  him 
by  the  untimely  vifit  of  an  Excifeman  I — nor  would  there  be 
any  argument  to  anfwer  this;  it  Could  not  be  faid  that  the 
Excifeman  would  b,e  ignorant  of  the  compodtion,  as  he  may 
enter  at  tl^e  time  it  is  compofing;  an  J  even  trufting  that  this 
would  never  happen  (  wliich  no  man  in  his  fenfes  ever  would), 
even  then  he  might,  from  his  knowledge  of  the  fpecific  gra- 
vity of  phe  different  parts  of  the  compofition,  be  led  to  a 
knowledge  of  their  proportions. 

He  willied  to  know  upon  vvh.it  principle  Ir  was  that  private 
property  is  to  be  tiius  invaded;  and  an  invafion  to  a  vaft  ex- 
tent wou'd  take  pUice  if  the  bill  fliould  pafs.     One  witnefs 
,  hnd  fworn  that  he  would  have  it  in  his  power  to  fell,  for  a 

Jarge  fum,  the  myftery  of  his  bufmefs,  provided  that  this 
bill  does  not  pafs  into  a  law;  of  all  the  fpecies  of  tyranny 
cxercifed  on  maiY,  that  of  depriving  him'  of  the  effe6l  of  the 
benefit  of  hisowh  ingenuity  was  the  raoft  nefarious;  for  the 
right  of  the  produce  of  a  man's  genius  was  more  facred  than 
even  the  right  which  their  Lordiliips  had  to  their  eflates,  ti- 
tles, dignities,  and  honours.  That  of  a  man's  genius  being 
to  be  conCdered  as  cleaving  to  him  abfolutely  from  his  own 
fieiling  merit  —  that  of  their  Lordfliips  to  their  el^ates  and 
^  dignities  being  connected  with  the  forms  of,  and  mixed  with, 
a  pofitive  law. 

He  conjured  their  Lordfhips  toconfiJer  how  much  proper- 
ty they  might  facrifice,  and  how  deeply  they  might  affeft 
the  revenue,  by  arafli  proje<5^,  and  a  dangeious  experiment. 
One  manufafturer,  an  ufeful,  worthy,  and  honourable, 
member  of  fociety,  had  for  years  been  paying  in,  to  the  fup- 
port  of  the  revenue,  upwards  of  twenty- five  thoufand 
pounds  anrmally.  This  manufacturer,  f:nce  he  lias  been  in 
trade,  has  paid  upwards  of  fix  hundred  thoufand  pounds. 
This  gentleman's  name  is  Pollard,  a  pt^rfon  entitled  to  great 
r^fpedt*  Was  this  a  fuhjeft  to  he'trifle?d  with,  and  ma:ie  the 
object  of  caprice  and  wild  expcrimtrnt  r  He  entreated  their 
^  Lord/hips  to  confider  the  impolicy  of  this  proceeding,  as  by 
cliecking  the  progrefs  of  thefc  great  manufacturers,  they 
flopTied  up  thefource  fronl  whence  this  immenfe  contribution 
to  the  revenue  fp rings, 

,  Vjfcount  Stormont  then  ohfervcd  upon  the  policy  of  re- 
ducing ti.e  duty  in  preference  to  this  regulation;  and  he  in- 
ftanced  the  effecft  which  the  late  regulations  have  had  upon 
tea,  and  quitting  this  point,  lie  naturally  recurred  to  (what 
he  confidered  as)  the  manifeil  injufiice  ot  the  principle  of  the 
hill.  He  declared  that  he  could  not  vote  for  it,  becaufe  he 
xTfui! !  not  he  acccflary  to  an  injury  which  he  could  not  pofli- 
l>!y  n'p;i;r.  He  complained  that  a  bill  of  this  magnitude 
ilrji:id  he  brought  forward  at  fo  late  a  period  in  the  feTTion, 

when 
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when  Members  of  both  Houfes  were  abfcnt,  feme  on  diffe- 
rent avocations,  and  others  on  neceffary  duty.  It  was  fingu- 
lar  that  this  bill  did  not  £nd  its  way  into  Parliament  until 
the  middle  of  June,  although  Parliament  met  effecluuHy  to 
tran(a£l  bufinefs  on  the  tenth  of  March,  and  this  hill  was 
long  before  that  time  determined  upon;  but  as  he  could  not 
afEgn  a  reafon,  he  would  not  ailign  a  caufe  for  this  delay; 
all  he  Ihould  obferve  on  that  point  was,  that  in  carrying 
through  Parliament  unconftitucional  meafures.  Sir  Robert 
Walpole  was  a  mere  bungler  to  the  refined  praftice  of  modern 
times.  Sir  Robert  Walpole  had  a  fti*ange  prejudice,  think- 
ing that  fomething  was  due  to  the  dignity  of  Parliament, 
whereas  the  prefent  Premier  had  no  fuch  apprehenfion ;  lie 
feemed  to  have  no  refpeifl  for  ancient  pradlices,  but  wifhed 
to  bring  every  thing  in  the  meafure  of  the  day,  *'  hut  I  am  fo 
**  old  fafliioned,  and  fo  prejudiced  in  favour  of  former  limes, 
"  that  I  cannot  help  faying,  I  wifli  to  fee  them  revived." 

The  Lord  Chancellor  faid  that  the  fpeech  which  they  hadLd.Chaiu 
juft  heard  contained  fuch  obje£)ions  to  this  bill  as,  he  hoped,  ceLior. 
would  leave  a  lading  imprefSon  on  the  minds  of  the  whole 
Houfe.  Perhaps,  indeed,  this,  regularly  fpeaking,  was  not 
the  ftage  wherein  fome  of  thofe  objeflions  fhould  have  been 
introduced,  and  he  fhould,  partly  on  that  account,  agrse  to 
the  commitment  of  the  bill,  declaring,  however,  that  he  did 
fo  without  being  able  to  anfwer  the  noble  Vifcount  with  re- 
fpeft  to  the  objedlions  which  he  had  fo  forcibly  urged  againft 
feveral  parts  of  this  bill. 

It  would  naturally  fuggefl  itfelf  to  every  perfon  convcr- 
fant  in  finance  or  politics,  that  if  there  was  a  vaft  quantity  of 
tobacco  confumed,  for  which  duty  was  not  paid,  a  difcovery 
of  the  abufe,  and  where  it  lay,  ought  to  be  made;  and  if  the 
laws  now  in  force  are  infufficient  for  that  purpofe  they  ought 
cither  to  be  repealed  or  amended.  He  wiflied,  by  the  way, 
to  know  whether  it  was  intended  to  prevent  the  exportation 
of  Spanifh  tobacco  ?  There  were  alfo  other  circumftances 
which  he  fhould  defire  to  hear  explained  on  a  future  occafion  ; 
tJiefe  inquiries  did  not  properly  belong  to  the  prefent  flagt 
of  the  bill.  He  alfo  wifhed  that  thofe  who  are  to  confider 
the  bill,  may  attend  to  Tome  points  which  the  noble  Vif- 
count had  not  confidered,  although  his  fpeech  was  replete 
with  excellent  remarks,  and  found  fenfe. 

With  refped  to  the  high  duties  upon  tobacco,  he  defired  it 
might  be  remembered  that  it  was  not  in  this  country  alone 
that  the  duties  were  high  on  that  article:  it  was  the  policy 
of  feveral  other  parts  of  the  north  of  Europe;  nor  was  it 
fair-  that  the  Minifter  of  the  day  fhould  bear  any  blame  on 
that  account,  or  for  his  not  lowering  the  duties;  he  has  hft 
the  duties,  as  to  the  amount,  as  he  found  them,  and  in 
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which  he  afted  properly;  the  only  objeft  of  the  bill  was  to 
regalate  thofe  duties.  With  refpefl  to  the  difproportion  of 
the  intrinfic  value  of  the  commodity^  bearing,  as  is  well 
known,  only  a  fifth  part  of  the  amount  of  the  duty,  he  could 
only  obferve  that  this  was  not  peculiar  to  the  article  of  to- 
bacco; many  other  articles  being  highly  rated  in  this  report, 
though  perhaps  none  quite  fo  high  as  that  of  tobacco.  He 
wifhed  the  Houfe  to  remember,  that  even  in  the  value  of 
land  itfelf,  which  is  the  higheft  fpecies  of  property,  the  tax 
upon  it  amounts  to  a  fourth  of  the  whole  value.  Having 
reafoned  by  analogy  fur  fome  time  upon  thefe  points^  he 
called  their  Lordihips'  attention  to  the  fubjed  immediately 
before  them.  Little  doubt  could  be  entertained  of  this  fadl : 
that  a  great  quantity  of  tobacco  efcapes  the  duty  by  law  now 
ordered  to  be  impofed  upon  it. 

The  firft  thing,  which  would  therefore  naturally  occur, 
would  be  to  alk  by  wh;it  means  that  quantity  can  be  afcer- 
tained  ?  and  then  how,  in  future,  the  duty  fliall  be  regularly 
levied  ?  Perhaps  no  means  could  be  adequate  to  this  end  but 
that  of  fubje£ting  the  commodity  to  the  Excife  law;  bow, 
and  under  what  mode  and  regulation,  this  is  to  be  done,  is 
another  queflion,  and  unneceilary  to  be  difcufled  here ;  but 
at  all  events  there  could  not  be  two  opinions  upon  the  pod- 
.tion  that  there  is  infinite  mifchief  to  the  ftate  in  the  praflice 
of  fuilering  tobacco  to  efcape  paying  the  duty ;  nor  did  the 
mifchief  am£l  the  revenue  only,  it  materially  affeded  the  in- 
tereft  of  the  fair  trader;  for  he  who  valued  his  charadler 
would  not  trade  unfairly;  and  if  he  was  determined  to  trade 
only  on  fair  terms  he  came  to  market  without  being  able  to 
deal :  hence  it  mufl  be  allowed  that  fome  regulation  is  necef- 
fary;  and  here  again  he  muft  confefs  and  admit  that  the 
Excife,  perhaps  might  apply  to  the  evil;  but,  at  all  events, 
the  law  muft  be  fuch  as  to  apply  either  to  the  importation  of 
the  tobacco  or  its  confumption ;  and  with  refpeft  to  the  dif- 
proportion between  the  value  of  the  tobi^cco  and  the  duty  im- 
pofed upon  it  (as  he  had  before  obferved)  it  was  a  vcrv  inge- 
nious mode  of  ftating  it  as  a  jiardfhip  upon  the  manufa^urer 
having  a  fifth  only  for  himfelf,  and  the  remaining  four-fifths 
for  the  public.  This  acutenefs  did  the  Counfel  much  credit ; 
but,  it  fhould  be  recoUefled  that  in  proportion  as  the  duty  was 
high  did  it  become  the  firft  Lord  of  the  Treafury  to  be  a£live 
in  devifing  means  adequate  to  the  end  of  fecuring  its  collec- 
tion ;  and  to  devife  means  by  a  general  plan  was  all  which 
could  be  expe<Sed  of  the  firft  Lord  of  the  Treafury.  The 
minutiae  fhould  be  left  to  fubordinate  charaflers ;  nor  was  the 
firft  Lord  of  the  Treafury  to  be  accountable  for  the  inaccu- 
racy of  the  different  claufes  in  a  bill  of  this  fort;  for  he  de- 
clared that  in  his  opinion  the  man  who  can  draw  a  revenue 
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bill  of  this  defcription,  is  unfit  to  be  a  firft  Lord  of  theTrea-. 
fury  !  The  fail  was  that  ail  thefe  bills  are  drawn  careleffly  by? 
certain  perfons  who  adhere  religiouily  to  certain  phrafes^ 
i^bich  they  apply,  indifcriminately,  to  all  cifes;  they  are* 
perfons  who  cau  write,  but  cannot  leadj  thei'e  bills  are. 
always  in  fuch  a  flate  as  renders  it  necefiary  that  they  ilTbdld  *  ■ 
be  afterwards  noticed  by  others* 

But  having  thus  difpofed  of  the  preliminary  points,  he  felt  •   * 

it  his  duty  to  own  that  there  were  many  eflential  paris  of 
this  bill  to  which  he  could  not  reconcile  his  mind,  tliat  of 
empowering  an  Excifeman  to  enter,  at  any  time,  from  five» 
in  the  morning,  without  a  conAable,  appeared  iuch  as  ought? 
not  to  be  countenanced;  nor  did  he  care  for  the  argument 
that  this  was.a  claufe  which  was  fandioned  in  its  principle  by  • 
the  uniform  practice  of  the  Excife  laws  finc^  the  reign  o£" 
Queen  Anne;,  for  had  it  been  obferved  without  interruption  t 
fince  the  Conqueft  he  fliould   oppofe  it :  no  length  of  time^ ; 
however  conGderaMc,  could  change  opprefllon  into  juftice,  ^ 
nor  could  any  confideration  on  earth  induce  him  to  confent 
to  a  bill  which  might  endanger  the  fecrets  of  trade.     It  had 
been  cuftomary  to  ir.troduce  into  Excife  bills  a  claufe  refpeifl-  : 
ing  the  entry  of  Excifemen  without  conilables :  and   there- 
fore the  firft  Lord  of  the  Treafury  might  fortify  himfclf 
againft  an  attack  by  referring  to  the  authority  of  precedent ;  • 
and  with  that  view  he  was  not  to  be  blamed. 

It  had  been  always  the  cuftom,  and  ftrenuoufly  adhered  to 
by  the  Commons,  that  no  alteration  Ihould  be  made  by  the 
Lords  rn  a  mbney  bill ;  but  if  under  this  reflfifiion  the  Lords 
had  power  to  force  the  Commons  to  be  a  little  more  attentive  • 
in  the  framing  thofe  bills,  which  they  infift  fliall  not  be  alter- 
ed, it  would  be  very  well.     This  bill,  however,  had  been  - 
unfortunate;,  for  it  had  been  much  patched  and  altered ;  but  ' 
notwithftanding  this  circumftance  if  he  had  been  the  author 
of  it  he  fliDuId  be  forry  fo  let  it  be  printed,  and  go  to  the 
world  without  great  alteration.     He  fhould  not  rely  on  thofe 
parts  which  he  did  not  underfland;  and,  in  ihort,  the  bill 
contained  many  parts  to  which,  were  he  averle  to  the  bill's  • 
being  referred  to  a  Committee,  he  Ihould  now  certainly  and 
decidedly  objed^. 

Vifcount  Stormbnt  declared  that  it  was  with  the  titmoft  Vifcouit 
fatisfadlion  that  he  had  liftened  to  the  language  made  ufe  of  Stormont, 
by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the  Woolfack.  He  relied 
that  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  would  ftill  continue  to  beftow 
the  fame  attention  in  the  Committee  on  thofe  claufes  which 
contained  th6  fubftantial  mifchief,  of  laying  open  the  fecrets 
of  the  trade. 

Lord  pyialjingham^  in  anfwer  to  a  part  of  Vifcount  Stor-     Lord 
mont's.  fpeech  which  referred  to  the  late  introdu£lion  of  the  Walfing- 
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ElaftTndia  budget,  faid,  that  if  the  ftatement  of  the  India 
revenues  had  been  made  in  April  lad,  the  Houfe  of  Com- 
mons would  have  been  deceived,  and  thofe  revenues  mifiated 
through  want  of  the  necefTary  information.  He  Ihould  re* 
ferve,  however,  what  he  had  to  advance  on  this  head  until 
a  difcuffion  of  the  fubjeA  came  before  their  Lord(hips« 
Lord  Lcfrd  Hawkejbury  contended  in  favour  of  (what  he  called) 
Hawkef-  the  propriety  and  the  neceflity  of  the  bill,  in  the  framing  of 
^ivy.  which  he  denied,  however,  bis  having  taken  any  part.  It 
would  be  allowed,  on  all  hands,  he  faid,  that  the  revenue 
ftood  in  need  ofanincreafe.  It  would  alfo  be  admitted,  he  con* 
ceived,  that  this  increnfe  would  be  more  proper  by  the  regula* 
tion  of  old,  than  by  the  impofition  of  new  taxes.  It  remain- 
ed only  to  be  argued,  therefore,  whether  the  Excife  was  ap- 
plicable to  the  colleftion  of  revenue  on  this  commodity. 
There  were  three  flages  in  which  it  could  be  applied — ^to  the 
raw  material— *the  goods  in  the  procefs  of  manufadure — and 
to  the  tobacco  in  a  manufaflmred  (late.  To  the  iirll  and  laft 
of  thefe  ftages,  the  Excife  was  clearly  applicable;  the  ob- 
jedion»  of  the  manufad^urers  were,  in  general,  confined  to 
the  iecond  ftage;  but  admitting  Tome  part  of  thefe  objeAions, 
be  fiiould  vote  for  the  bill,  as  he  was  of  opinion  that  they 
could  be  obviated  in  the  Committee. 

The  queftion  was  then  put   ^*  that   the  bill  be  committed 
upon  tlie  morrow ;  and  it  was  carried  without  a  divifion. 
The  Houfe  adjourned. 

.  The  order  of  the  day  was  read  for  the  fecond  reading  of 
the  bill,  **  To  incorporate  certain  perfons  therein  named, 
**  and  their  fucceilbrs,  with  proper  powers  for  the'purpofe  of 
^^  eftablifliitig  a  fociety,  to  be  named  the  Weftminfter  So- 
''  ciety,  for  granting  and  purchaHng  annuities  upon,  andin- 
*•  furing  of,  lives  and  furvivorfhip." 

As  our  readers  may  at  any  time  have  recourle  to  the  fob- 
fiance  of  the  bill,  we  purpofely  avoid    fwelling  out    our 
Aatements  of  parliamentary  affairs  by  an  enumeration  of 
what  it  recites.     With  the  fame  motives  fhall  we  pafs  over 
the  pleadings  of  counfel;  and  briefly  comprefs,  from  the 
contents  of  two  fpeeches,  the  leading  points  of  the  debate  on 
this  fubjed. 
UrfChan-     The  Urd  Chancellor  obfervcd  that  he  had  not,  amidft  the 
ceilor.    heap  and  crowd  of  bills  which  preiled  for  difcuffion  at  that 
fcafon  of  the  feflion,  had  leifure  enough  to  read  the  bill  at« 
tentively ;  but  as  far  as  he  could  underftand  it  from  what  he 
had  feen  and  heard  of  it,  it  was  defe^Kve  in  principle ;  becaufe 
he  had  learnt  from  counfel,  on  both  fides,  that  300,000!. 
was  the  whole  fum  to  be  fubfcribed  ai  a  capital^  and  that  no 
6  more 
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more  than  200)OooI.,  three  per  cents,  was  the  hm&fiJlt  (acnn 
ritj  to  anfwer  all  the  demands  which  might  eventually,  iii 
cate  of  dilTolution  or  accident,  be  made  upon  the  adventu* 
rerf ;  and  that  certainly  wjis  not  fufficient  to  fecure  the  pub^ 
lie  in  that  effectual  manner  in  which  thev  ought  to  be  fecu^* 
red.  He  was  far  from  meaning  to  hint  a  doubt  of  the  faif  and 
honeft  intentions  of  the  p^rtie&  who  were  defirous  of  advent 
turing  under  the  bill.  ^He  had  feen  their  names,  and  he 
knew  them^  to  be  moft  refpe£lable  men.  He  had  alfo  con* 
verled  on  the  fubje<Sl  with  one  of  them,  a  very  eminent  and 
honourable  man,  (Mr.  Thornton)  of  whofe  pure  intentions 
there  could  be  no  doubt;  but  they  were  not  to  aft  as  legifla* 
tors  upon  men's  intentions;  and  moft  efpecially  in  a  cafe  in 
which  it  would  not  be  left  to  thofe  who  were  at  prefent  will-* 
ing  to  adventure  to  carry  their  intentions  into  execution. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  added  feveral  other  obfnrvations,  and 
in  particular  pointed  out  the  difficulty  of  afcertaining  the 
market  price  of  an  annaitv,  declaring  that  though  an. annuity 
might  fairly  be  worth  nme  or  eleven  hundred  pounds,  the 
market  price^  when  it  was  really  to  be  fold,  was  no  more  than 
what  craft  impofed  on  difire(s.  In  rlluftration  of  this  part  of 
his  argument,  he  mentioned  Lord  Kenyon's  having,  when 
Mafter  of  the  Rolls,  direded  the  Mafter  to  be  afked  what 
fhould  be  the  value  of  an  annuity  ?  The  Mafter  had  anfwered 
that  it  was  intrinfically  worth  a  given  fum;  but  that  given 
fum  was,  neverthelefs,  not  to  be  gotten  for  it.  The  Lord 
Chancellor  concluded  with  moving  that  the  bill  be  read  a 
iecond  time  on  the  29th  of  September. 

Lord  Kinnaird  contended  that  the  bill  was  as  fully  and  Lord 
ably  worded  in  all  its  claufes  as  any  bill  of  the  kind  which  Kinnaird^ 
had  ever  been  introduced  into  Parliament.  There  did  exift, 
at  prefent,  a  fociety  without  any  capital  at  all;  whereas  the 
cafe  would  obvioufly  be  far  dififerent  with  the  prefent  fociety, 
which  the  prefent  bill  would  authorize,  if  it  fliould  be  per- 
mitted  to  pafs  into  a  law.  He  dwelt  on  the  public  advanta- 
ges of  fuch  focieties,  and,  in  particular,  pointed  out  that 
they  prevented  young  men,  when  their  money  was  gone, 
having  recourfe  to  thofe  pefts  of  the  community,  money-len- 
ders. There  might  be  claufes  in  the  bill  which  required 
feme  degree  of  corredlion,  which  could  eafily  be  applied  in 
the  Committee;  as  the  bill,  therefore,  in  his  opinion, 
would  prove  a  great  benefit  to  the  public  in  general ;  it  would 
give  him  fome  concern  were  he  to  difcover  that  it  was  .thrown 
out.   . 

The  motion  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  pafied,  and.  confe- 
quently  the  bill  wa$  loft. 

The  order  of  the  day  being  read  for  the  Houfe  to  refolve 
itfelf  into  a  Committee  on  the  Tobacco  Duties  Bill,  the 
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V-  Lord  Chancellor  left  the  woolfack,  and  Lord  Waliirigham 

toek  tVe  chair  at  the  table. 

Ld.Chtn-*     The  Lord  Chancellor  ohjt&ed  againft  the  words   **  or  for 
ccllor.    ••Exportation,"  iir  the  claufc  relative  to  Spanifh  or   Portn- 
guefe   tobacco.     He  ftated  why    he  thought •  thofe    wordi 
counteracted  the  obvi  )us  meaning  of  the  claufc,  as  their  ef- 
fcdt  wns  to  prohibit  the  importation  of  Spanifh  and  Porto* 
guefe  tobacco,  ai  abfolutely  as  if  rtiere  was  anenafling  claufe 
for  \liat  purpofe.     He  therefore  moved  to  leave  the  words 
out. 
Earl  of        The  EarJ  of  Hcpetoun  declared  that  he  did  not  'f5^  the 

Hopctoun  claufe  in  the  fame  light  as  it  was  viewed  in  by  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord.  He  llrated  the  reafons  why  he  fo  differed,  and 
having  done  io,  faid  that  be  would  take  that  opportunity 
of  making  a  few  obfervations  on  the  bill  in  general,  as  he 
did  not  mean  to  debate  it  claufe  by  claufe.  The  principle 
€>f  t!^  bill,  he  obferved,  had-  been  oppofed  at  the  bar,  but 
from  what  had  paHed  in  the  debate  the  preceding  day,  he  was 
happy  to  find  that  their  Lordfliips  were  tolerably  well  agreed 
im  regard  to  the  principle,  and  that  it  was  admitted  to  be 
right.  The  Excife  laws  had  been  confidered  as  innapplica- 
ble  to  tobacco  and  fnuff,  becaufe  it  was  contended  that  they 
would  lay  open  the  fecrets  of  the  trade  of  the  manufadurer. 
He  was,  however,  of  a  different  opinion,  as  the  manufado- 
rer's  ftock  was  not  to  be  taken  during  the  procefs  of  the  roa- 
nufafture.  The  bill,  in  his  opinion,  was  as  great  a  proof 
of  acquaintance  with  finance  as  ever  had  been  exhibited,  and 
the  regulations  which  it  contained  were  as  wifely  calculated 
as  poflible  to  prevent  contraband  trade.  They  did  not  cramp 
and  opprefs  the  manufafturer;  they  only  fubjedlfed  him  to 
certain  reftri6rions  which  were  rendered  necelFary  by  the  na- 
ture of  his  commerce. 

The  Lord  Chancellor ,  maintaining  his  former  argument, 
faid  that  if  the  Members  of  the.  other  Houfe,  inftead  of  repeat- 
ing a  number  of  tiite  and  hacknied  arguments  agalnil  the  Ex- 
cile  laws,  had  given  themfelves  the  trouble  to  examine  the 
daufes,  and  correft  them  properly,  he  was  fare  that  no 
claufe  requiring  alteration  would  have  come  into  that  Houfe. 
He  could  not  admit  that  their  Lordfhips  were  not  authorized 
to  alter  any  bill  which  came  before  them  ;  but,  if  it  fhonld 
be  maintained  that  they  were  not  fo  authorized,  the  other 
Houfe  (which  it  feemed  was  underftood  to  be  the  only  place 
in  which  even  grammatical  underflanding,  as  well  as  pub- 
Jicjuftice,  exifted)  ought  to  take  infinitely  more  pains  with 
bills  before  they  fent  them  up  to  their  Lordfhips* 
The  Committee  divided  on  the  Lord  Chancellor's  motion. 
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..  When  the  Houfe  was  refumed,  •  i 

The  Z.<3r^  Chancellor  declared   that  he  did  fincerely  hope*      Lord 
that  when  they  drew  bills,  thofe  who  drew  them  would  read  Chancel- 
the  claufes  as  well  as  write  them ;  if  they  did,  he  was  fqre       lor, 
that  fuch  inaccuracies  could  not  efcape  notice,    A  (;l9ure 
having  been  law  before,  was  no  reafon  why  it  ihould  be  again 
paiTed,  if  it  were  really  liable  to  objection. 

The  Chairman  was  diredled  to  report  progrefs,  and  aik 
leave  to  fit  again. 

Frid.iyy  l\ftjuly. 

The  order  of  the  day  being  read  for  the  farther  confide* 
ration  of  the  Tobacco-duty  bill,  anil  for  the  Houfe  to  be  put 
into  a  Committee  upon  the  fame,  the  Lord  Chancellor  left 
the  fame,  and  Lord  Walfingham  took  the  chair. 

When  tlie  Committee  came  to  feftion  48,  page  45,  relative 
to  the  prohibition  from  manufa£luring  tobacco  and  fnufFs, 
out  of  the  limits  of  the  chief  office  of  Excife  in  I'ngls^nd^ 
other  than  and  except  cities  and.  the  fuburbs  thereof,  and  mar- 
ket towns,  &C.-&C. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  contended  that  the  claufe  was  fo  ex-  Ld/Chan- 
ceedingly  confufcdly  drawn,  and  fo  niiuch  perplexed,  that  it  cellor. 
was  fcarcely  poifible  to  find  out  what  had  been  the  aim  of 
the  original  author  of  the  claufe.  He  believed,  from  certain 
words  in  the  claufe,  that  h&jiad  been  able  to  collect  it;  but» 
as  he  was  not  certain  that  he  was  founded  in  his  conjedlure, 
he  wifhed  thofe  noble  Lords  who  had  formed  an  idea  of  its 
meaning,  and  thought  that  they  underftood  it,  would  b«  fo 
good  as  to  communicate  to  him,  what  their  notion  of  the* 
claufe  was. 

The  Earl  of  Hopctoun  underftood  the  claufe  to  have  for  its    Earl  of 
drift  the  prohibition  of  new  manufaftories  being  efiablilhed  Hopeiuun 
and  fet  up  in  diAant  and  obfcure  places,  or  places  near  the 
coaft,  where  illicit  traders  could  only  refort  for  the  manifeft 
purpofe  of  carrying  oil  their  nefarious  pra£tices;   but  that 
whether  it  was  correcSlly  worded  was  more  than  he  would  un-. 
dertake  to  anfwer  for. 

The  Dukeof  Leeds  admitted  that  there  was  a  great  ambi-  d^Vc  •f 
guity  in  the  wording  of  the  claufe ;  but  it  probably  was  owing  Leeds 
to  the  claufe  having  been  amended  in  the  other  Houfe,  with- 
out a  due  reference  to  all  its  feveral  Members ;  and  therefore 
he  meant  to  move  an  amendment,  to  which  he  had  leafon  to 
think  that  the  other  Houfcr  would  not  objed)-.  His  amend- 
ment would  be  to  infert  a  few  of  the  words  already  Aated  in 
one  part  of  tl^e  claufe  towards  the  clofe  of  it. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  having  exprefled  his  fear^  ihfit  the  lj  Chan- 
amendment  of  the  noble  Duke  would  not  anfwer  the  end  pro-    cellor. 
pofed,  read  the  claufe,  and  pointed  out  its  perplexity,  \yhich, 

he 
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be  contended  arofe  from  having  one  exception  followed    by 
another,  and  that  which  feemed  to  contradiA  the  nxeajiing' 
of  the  former,  and  from  a  parenthefis  being  placed  vtrit  fa  in  a 
parenthefis,  which  lie  once  I'^membered  to  have  heard  com- 
pared to  a  neft  of  apothecary's  boxes.     He  took  the  claofe  in 
queftion  to  be  a  new  claufe,  and  not  to  ftand  upon  the  fane* 
tion  of  antiquity,  for  it  had  n6t  been  faid  that  this  claoie 
made  a  part  of  the  bill  of  1785.     He  ftated  what  were  the- 
•  alterations  which  he  (hould  fuppofe  would  reconcile  the  claufe 
to  fenfe,  and  give  it  a  clear  and  diftind  gteaning,  prefuming 
the  notion  which  he  entertained  of  the  aim  of  the  writer  to 
be  corned. 
Duke  of       The  Duke  of  Richmond  admitted  and  lamented  that  there 
lUchmond  were  errors  of  various  forts  in  the  bill ;  and  obferved,  that 
as  he  (houid  not  perhaps  be  able  to  be  prefent  at  the  third  read« 
ing  of  the  bill,  he  would  take  that  opportunity  of  giving  his 
opinion  of  it.     With  regard  to  the  principle,  it  was  agreed 
on  all  hands,  that  tobacco  was  a  very  great  luxury  to  thofe 
who  liked  it,  and  a  fit  fubjedt  for  revenue.     It  was  agreed' 
alfo,  that  it  was  a  proper  objed  to  extend   the  Excife  laws 
to,  as  the  revenue  which  might  reafonably  be  expeSed  from 
it,  could  not  be  feeured  in  any  other  way.  fo  well*    It  was 
true,  as  the  noble  and  learned  Peer  had  obierved,  that  the 
Firil  Lord  of  the  Treafury,  the  right  honourable  gentleman 
at  prefent  at  the  head  of  Government,  was  not  to  be  blamed 
for  the  inaccuracies  of  the  btlL     He  could  not  be  expeded  to 
have  drawn  it,  nor  could  he  do  more  than  give  his  -general 
ideas  of  putting  tobacco  under  the  Excife  laws  to  otherf^ 
who  were  to  work  upon  thofe  ideas,  and  prepare  the  bilL 
That  right  honourable  gentleman  had  proved  himfelf  to  be 
perhaps  the  mod  able  improver  of  the  revenue  and  the  beft 
Minifter  this  country  ever  had;  but  he  too  well  knew  the 
principles  of  that  right  honourable  gentleman,  not  to  beaf- 
fured  that  he  was  not  more  fincerely  a  friend  to  the  revenue, 
than  a  zealous  advocate  for  preferving  the  individual  rights 
of  the  fubjeft,  which  no  man  held  more  facred^  and,  where 
the  occafion  abfolutely  required  that  the  law  ihould  be  en- 
forced with  fome  degree  of  rigour,  he  was  perfuaded  that 
the  prefent  Minifter  wifhed  to  render  fuch  a  neceflary  d^ree 
of  rigour  as  palatable  as  poffible,  and  to  remove  every  circum- 
ftance  which  wore  the  appearance  of  either  wanton  orufelefs 
feverity.    In  preparing  fuch  a  bill  as  the  prefent,  other  per- 
fons  muft  neceilarily  be  employed  ;  but  thofe  who  had  drawn 
It,  were  not,  as  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  had  faid,  men^ 
who  pould  write  without  being  able  to  read ;  they  were  per- 
fons  who  had,  he  entertained  no  doubt,  endeavoured  to  pre* 
pare  fuch  a  bill  as  might  be  adapted  to  the  occaflon.     It  was 
true,  that  there  were,  after  all  their  pains,  many  inaccura- 
cies 
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cies  in  the  bill ;  but  it  was  to  be  confidcF'^d  how  voluminotit 
a  workttie  bill  was,  what  a  numlier  of  clautes  itcontained, 
and  how  difficult  it  muft  be,  in  a  matter  fo  new  in  its  nature^ 
to  fucceed  xrorreflly  at  firft  ;  for,  although  the  putting  to- 
bacco and  fnuffunder  theExcif'e  laws,  was  not  certainly  the 
introdudlion  of  a  new  fyftem,  but  merely  the  applying  of  an 
old  fyftem  to  a  new  object,  it  was  in  a  great  meafure  a  mat<^ 
ter  of  novelty  and  inexperience.  There  doubt lefs  were  va- 
nous  parts  of  the  Excife  laws  which  required  alteration  ;  hut 
fttrely,  it  was  not  proper  for  thofe  who  were  to  draw  the  bill 
to  fet  about  their  corredlion.  That  ought  to  be  rather  a 
work  of  a  general  nature,  and  not  a  work  to  be  begun  in  the 
condnd  and  draft  of  a  bill  founded  on  a  particular  extL-nfion 
of  the  Excife  laws.  It  was  the  duty  of  the  drawers  of  fach 
a  bill  to  take  the  Excife  laws  as  they  found  them,  and  np.'ly 
them  as  well  as  they  could.  Had  chey  done  more,  the  io{)e 
manufadlurers,  and  the  manufad^urers  of  every  other  article 
under  the  Excife,  would  have  had  reafon  to  complain  of  par- 
tiairty.  With  regard  to  that  Houfe  not  being  allowed  to  al- 
ter as  they  thought  fit  any  bills  brought  up  from  the  other» 
merely  becaufe  a  part  oif  thofe  bills  impofed  a  tax  on  th^  fub- 
je£l,  ne  confidered  it  as  a  very  great  injuftice  to  their  X.ord- 
ihips  to  deny  them  the  right  ot  altering  any  regulations  which 
^Se£ked  their  own  interefls  individually  with  thofe  of  the 
Commons.  In  France,  where  the,  77^rj  Etats  obliged  the 
Noblefle  and  Clergy  to  fit,  and  debate  and  vote  with  them^ 
the  voice  of  that  Aflembiy  might  rationally  be  definite.  But 
here,  where  the  Peers  were  not  reprefented  in  the  Houfe 
of  Commons^  and  where  two  totally  diftin£l  Houfes  of  Par- 
liament exifted,  he  had  ever  thought  it  the  duty  of  their 
Lordfliips  to  correct  any  error  oc  inaccuracy  which  might 
have  efcaped  the  attention  or  obfervation  of  the  other  Houfe« 
There  had,  however,  he  obferved,  been  a  mode  of  proceed- 
ing found  by  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  on  various  occafions, 
as  a  falvo  for  the  prefervation  of  what  they  claimed  as  their 
rights  and  privileges,  and  that  was,  when  their  Lord(hips 
lent  down  any  tax  bill,  with  alterations  made  by  them,  the 
Houfe  of  Commons,  if  they  thought  the  bill  important  to 
pafs,  rejed^ed  the  bill  as  foon  as  it  was  fent  down,  and 
broughtin  another  bill  direAly,  in  which  were  included  their 
Lordfhips'  amendments,  and  that  new  bill  the  Commons 
pafled  immediately.  He  approved  the  principle  of  the  pre- 
fent  bill ;  but  it  had  many  inaccuracies,  which  he  wifhed  to 
fee  altered ;  and  there  was  a  part  of  the  bill  to  Vhich  he 
could  by  no  means  bring  bis  mind  to  confent ;  and  that  wat 
the  part  which  expofed  the  myfteries  and  fecrets  of  the  ma* 
nufa£turers  to  the  difcovery  of  the  Excife  officers*  Many 
pf  thofe  fecrety  had  bee^  ftated  at  the  bar  to  be  exceedingly 

valuahli. 
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s  f&Tuable.  ^ome  had  been  declared  to  have  coft  manuFatSo- 
rers  twenty  or  thirty  thoufand  pounds,  and  others  had  becri 
psid  for  very  highly.  Thefe  were  ferious  fafls,  and  as  the. 
mannfaflurers  had  depofed  upon  oath  that  they  apprehended 
danger  of  their  fecret  being  difcovered,  it  was  their  Lordfliips* 
dntr^  unlefs  they  difbelieved  what  the  mnnufadlurers  had  ae- 
pofed  on  oath,  to  pay  due  attention  to  thatpa,rt  of  thehilK 
He  thought  it  therefore  in  the  higheft  degree  unjuft  to  fufFcr 
the  Excife  officer  to  have  it  in  his  power,  either  by  weighing, 
the  materials,  or  by  infpedlion,  or  otT^erwife,  ^o  get  at  the, 
fecrets  of  the  fnuiFmanufa£iurers  and  become  enabled  to  bid 
defiance  to  the  office,  to  have  the  effrontery  to  tell  the 
Board  that  they  m'ij;bt  take  away  \xh  place,  and  then  to  Jet 
up  a  fnuff  mannfaatory  of  his  own.  The  fnuff  maiiufaflu- 
rers  had  declared  that  they  came  to  the  bar,  to  heg  that  the 
Houfe  would  not  take  away  that  fecurity  of  their  property 
which  they  had  a  right  to  enjoy  ;  and  a  Itrong  claim  to  fuch 
ptotedlion  the  manufadlurers  were  undoubtedly  entitled  to 
infift  on ;  fnice  thoitgh  it  might  appear  rather  a  whirpiical 
fort  of  property  which  depended  folely  on  the  having  difco- 
vfcTed,_by  a  mixture  of  tobacco,  how  to  afford  pleafpne  by 
tickling  men's,  nofes,  he  knew  not  of  any  fpecies  of  property 
Which  ought  to  be'confidered  as  more  facred  by.  lhsj>egifla- 
ture,  than  that  property  which  originated  in  a  fnan*s  own  in^^ 
yfcntioifi»  and  the  exercife  .of  his  ingenuity  and- ikilL  He 
thought,  therefore,  the  fufFering  the  Excifeojari  to  have  fo 
much  the  advantage  of  themanufa£lurer,  that  he  might  p.of- 
fiWy  difcoVe^  his  myfteries,  v»'as  a  grievance,  and  an  a<^  of 
mjuilice  not  to  be  borne  ;  and  if  that  part;  of  the  bill  could 
ndt  be  altered,  he  certainly  fhould'hold  himfelf  bound  to  give 
hrs  negative  to  the  bill. .  At  the  fame  time,  he  meant  not  to 
take  the  fenfe  of  the  Houfe  by  a  dlvifion,  or  to  give  their 
Lordfliips  any  trouble.  He  knew  that  the  bill  tnight  he 
.  amended  by  a  new  bill  the  next  feflion,  and  he  believed  that 
there  would  be  no  objedtion  to  put  a  ftop  to  all  the  incoove- 
nibnces  which  it  might  occafion  by  fuch  a  bill  of  explanation 
arid  amendment;  but  themifchief  to  which  he  alluded  would 
tli'en  be  pad  a  remedy,  and  therefore  he  had  thought  it  right 
to  difencumber  his  mind  of  what  he  felt  upon  the  fubiefl. 
Ld.Chan-  The  Lord  Chancellor  obferved,  that  what  he  hid  faid  the 
ccllor.  other  day  relative  to  the  bill's  having  b«en  in  its  progrefs  to 
Parliament  fubmitted  to  perfons  who  could  write,  witliout 
being  able  to  read,  haxl  been  mi^underftood  at.  the  time,  and 
noft  applied  as  he  meant  it,  by  the  noble  Duke  in  what  he 
had  juft  faid  thereupon.  He  had  by  no-  means  deiigned*.  at 
thfe  time,'  to  reflecSt  on  the  refpeSive  iioards  who  (nperin- 
tended  the  two  moft  important  branches  of  the  revenue.;  he 
well  knew,  that  no  one  idea  of  thofe  Boards  upon  the  fttbje^Jl 

had 
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had  been  Aiffered  to  make  a  material  ingredient  in  the  prefent 
bill.     Neither  had  he  intended  to  apply  what  he  had  faid  to 
the  Solicitors  of  either  of  thofe  Boards.     He-was  apprized, 
that  when  the  outlines  of  the  plans  were  laid  before  the  So- 
licitors, their  duty  had  been  to  fearch  the  Lxcife  laws  in  be- 
ing, ai?d  to  feledl  fuch  claufes  as  feemed  applicable  to  'he 
fubjeiS,  and  no  doubt  they  had  properly  discharged  thJN  duty. 
T  he  perfons  to  whom  he  had  intended  to  allude,  were  thofe 
who,  when  the  claufes  were  fubmitted  to  them  for  perufal  or 
confideration,  could  not  or  did  not  read  them  with  that  de- 
gree of  attention,  which  muft  neceffa-'ily  l\:\we  farisiied  m  n 
of  ordinary  underftandings,  that  many  of  the  claufes  were 
inapplicable,  becaufe  unneceffliry,  an^i  that  feveral  of  them 
were  not  only  repleite  with  confufion,  but  inexplicable  and 
contradictory.     It  was  the  negligence  of  thefe  mid  le  men 
that  he  complained  of,  who,   by   fuch  means,  fubjefted  tlie 
Houfe  to  dilemma  and  difficulty,  and  cauf  d  bills  to  pafs  in 
fuch  an  imperfeft  f  >rm,  as  aflually  tended  to  di:grace  tlie 
Legillaturc.     'J  hat  the  extending  theExcife  laws  to  tobacco, 
with  a  vie^  to  improve  the  revenue,  was  a  principle  foundv*d 
in  the  ftrifleftjuftice  and  thehigheft  v\ifdom,  he  hd  before 
declared  to  he  his  Cncere  opinion.     As  Jong  as  it  {hould  be 
the  policy  of  the  country  to  lay  fo  high  a  duty  on  an 'article 
which  did  not  at  prime  coft  fetch  more  than  three  pence  per 
pound,  it  certainly  was  abfolutely  neceffary  to  follow  up 
that  article  in  fuch  a  mode  of  taxation,  as  to  keep  it  in  view, 
and  fecure  the  revenue  which  was  to  arife  from  it,  in  every 
flage,  from  the  moment  of  importation  to  that  of  its  export 
or  confumption  ;  but  it  did  not  follow  that  in  every  cafe  to 
which  it  was  right  to  apply  the  Excife  lavfrs,  it  was  indifpen- 
fably  neceflary  to  extend  all  their  harfhnefs  and  feverity  to 
that  particular  cafe.     On  the  other  hand,  it  was  certainly   - 
juftifiable  to  follow  the  article  with  fo  much  of  rigour  and 
clofenefs,  as  to  exclude  the  intrufion  of  the  fmuggler'anti  of 
his  practices,  otherwife  the  end  which  juftified,  and  could 
alone  juftify,  the  application  of  the  Excilelaws,  was  wholly 
defeated.     With  regard  to  the  inferting  in  a  new  Excife  law 
every  claufe  which  appeared  to  have  been  fufFer.d  to  pafs  be- 
fore, it  was  an  abfurd  idea,  and  led  to  a  length  of  inconve- 
nience of  which  their  Lordfhips  could  fcarcely  be  aware. 
As  a  proof,  among  many  others,  a  noble  Earl  [of  Hopetoun] 
had  fhewn  him  an  account  of  what  were  ufual  claufes ;  and 
among  other?,  there  was  one  which  obliged  the  manufailu- 
rer  and  his  men  to  affift  the  officers  of  Excifein  taking  ftock. 
This  he  explained  to  have  been  taken  from  a  claufe  of  a  very 
difFererit  nature:  the  claufe  which  obliged  the  captain  of  a 
fliip  and  his  crew,  after  the  Cuftom  houfc  officer  had  done 
his  duty,  to  affift  him  in  battening  down   the  tobacco  on 
Vol  XXVI.  Pp  board. 
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board.  The  noble  Duke  who  fpoke  laft  had  ftate>d  that  be 
knew  that  the  Houfe  of  Commons  would  gractoufly  con- 
defcend  to  fulFer  an  alteration  to  be  made  in  a  particular 
claufe;  he  was  glad  to  hear  that  fuch  an  alteration  would  be 
admitted.  Indeed  he  could  not  avoid  wondering  what  fhould 
be  the  difficulty  of  admitting  it.  Was  it  wounding  thc^  Mini- 
fler's  pride,  or  would  it  wound  any  man's  pride,  that  he  was 
not  a  tobacconift,  and  did  not  know  the  fecrets  of  the  to- 
bacco trade?  Surely  not. 

The  Minider  had  proceeded  unavoidably  on  the  ideas  of 
thofe  about  him,  and  when  he  came  to  examine  the  manufac- 
turers he  found  that  the  conceptions  of  thofe  about  him  were 
impraflicable.  and  that  they  would  not  apply  to  the  fubjeft. 
It  was  no  difgrace  that  then  the  fcheme  of  the  bill  was  altered. 
It  was  only  to  be  lamented  that  the  whole  plan  had  not  been 
changed,  inftead  of  introducing  a  fingle  claufe  juft  to  except 
the  immediate  procefs  of  the  manufadlurers  from  the  furvey. 
With  regard  to  the  idea  of  fuf^efling  that  the  manofafturers 
had  given  fuch  evidence  only  as  fuited  their  own  intereft  (as 
the  newfpapers  had  ftated)  who  dreamt  of  any  fuvh  thing? 
What  intereft  had  they  but  a  common  intereft  with  the  reve- 
nue itfelf  in  preventing  an  unfair  trade  ?  W^as  that  a  di(ho- 
nourahle  intereft?  Was  there  one  of  their  Lordfbips  who 
would  not  ftirink  with  horror  from  the  imputation  that  the 
manufadburers  were  unfair  traders,  and  that  they  had  been 
fwearing  to  promote  fmnggling,  which,  in  that  contempla- 
tion, would  undouhredly  be  their  intereft  ?  What  had  Mr. 
Poftlethwaite  told  them  ?  'J  hat  he  had  few,  or  fcarcely  any, 
fecrets  to  di (cover,  but  that  he  knew  other  manufai^urers 
would  be  materially  injured  who  had  moft  valuable  fecrets. 
Could  a  doubt  exi  ft  of  Mr.  Poftlethwaite's  evidence  being  pure 
and  unimpeachable?  And  would  they  for  a  moment  believe 
that  the  whole  of  the  evidence,  including  the  teftimony  of 
Mr:  Poftlethwaite,  was  given  witha  view  to  promote  the  wit- 
nefles'  own  undine  intereft  ?  He  repeated  that  they  could  have 
no  intereft  whatever  but  a  common  intereft  with  the  public. 
In  conclufion,  the  Lord  Chancellor  ohferved  that  he  rofe 
not  merely  to  make  the  general  obfervations  which  be  had 
ftated,  but  to  notice  the  alterations  neceflary  in  the  claufe, 
and  if  he  had  known  (as  the  noble  Duke  had  now  informed 
them)  that  the  Houfe  of  Commons  were  willing  to  let  in  the 
principle  of  fufivring  an  ameiidmeYit,  he  Ihould  have  moved 
for  more  time  for  the  amendments  which  he  had  before  crfFer- 
ed  to  be  weighed  and  confidered.     In  his  mind  the  claufe 
which  they  had  agitated  ought  to  be  new  caft ;  and)  indeed, 
the  whole  bill  might  be  caft  into  fix  or  eight  neceflary  claufes, 
leaving  out  the  claufes  taken  from  old  Excife  laws,  which 
were  wholly  inapplicable  and  ufelefs  in  the  prefeiit  cafe.     Ho 
6  wiihed 
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wifhed  not,  however,  to  take  up  their  Lordfliips'  time  with 
ilating  his  obfervatioiis  on  the  different  claufes  in  fupport  of 
his  objedlions,  but  was  willing  to  let  the  nohle  Duke's 
amendment  pafs,  as  it  could  be  further  confidered  on  the  re- 
port. He  moft  earneftly  wifhed  that  if  the  Houfe  of  Com- 
mons did  iland  rigidly  upon  their  claim  of  having  the  fole  and 
exclufive  privilege  of  granting,  levying,  and  applying  the 
public  money,  they  would  at  lead  bold  it  to  be  a  principle 
that  their  Lordfhips  were  entitled  to  amend  and  alter  any 
claufes  of  regulation  merely,  in  all  hills  whatever,  and  to 
fuch  points  only  had  his  amendment  referred. 

The  Chairman  was  directed  to  report  that  the  Committee 
had  gone  through  the  bill  with  one  amendment  only. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

fVcdwfdayy  yh  Auguftm 

The  order  of  the  day  being  read  for  the  Houfe  to  refolye 
itfelf  into  a  Committee  on  the  bill  **  to  enable  the  Eaft- India 
**  Company  to  raife  money  by  farther  increafing  their  capi- 
*^  tal  flock," 

Lord  ffaljingham  rofe,  and  having  requefted  the  indol-  Ld.  Wal- 
gence  of  their  Lordfhips  whilft  he  entered  into  an  explanation  fingham, 
of  the  flate  of  the  Company's  afEiirs  in  the  £a(l  Indies  as  it 
appeared  from  the  accounts  contained  in  the  feveral  papers 
upon  the  table,  obferved  that  it  was  not  the  fault  o^  thofe  who 
voluntarily  took  upon  themfelves  to  open  to  the  Houfe  of 
Commons  the  flate  of  the  Company's  affairs,  that  they  had 
not  done  it  earlier  in  the  courfe  of  the  feflion,  becaufe  they 
were  not  in  pofleilion  of  fuch  papers  from  India  as  could  albne 
enable  them  to  flate  the  Companv's  affairs  with  accuracy 
and  corredlnefs  till  very  lately.  Even  fince  the  fituation  of 
their  affairs  had  !>een  detailed  in  the  other  Houfe,  frefh  intelli- 
gence had  been  received  by  the  Kent  and  Manfliip,  which 
proved  that  there  was  an  additional  fum  of  300,0001.  to  be 
taken  to  the  credit  fide  of  the  Company's  account.  Lord 
Walfingham  flattered  himfelf  that  the  Houfe  would  pleafe  to 
accept  of  his  apology  for  not  having  come  forward  to  flate 
the  fltuation  of  the  Company's  affairs  to  their  Lordfliips,  till 
it  had  been  intimated  that  fuch  a  proceeding  would  be  proper, 
when  he  begged  leave  to  remind  them  that  it  had  been  alto- 
gether unufual  to  enter  into  any  detail  upon  fuch  fubjeSs 
in  their  Houfe;  but  he  declared  that  he  wasexceedingly  hap- 
py to  have  it  in  his  power  to  lay  before  their  Lordfliips  fuch 
a  ftatement  of  the  Company's  fltuation  in  the  Eafl  Indies  as 
would  (he  flattered  himfelf)  fatisfy  their  Lordfliips  of  the 
propriety  of  the  prefent  bill,  and  of  the  ample  fecurity  arifinff 
to  the  £aft*Indta  flock  proprietors  from  the  promiflng  prof- 
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petSl  of  their  affaiis,  even  when  conAdered  in  the  moft  unfa- 
vourable point  of  view. 

Lord  W^ilfingham  now  proceeded  to  detail  noinutely  and 
circumftantially  the  amount  of  the  revenue  and  charges  of 
the  government  of  the  province;)S  of  Bengal,  Qahafy.  and 
OiilTn,  of  thtf  prefidency  of  Madras,  of  the  fettlement  of 
Bombay,  ofBencjoIen,  of  the  Prince  of  Wales's  Ifland,  and 
of  all  our  other  fettlements  in  India,  pointing  out  in  which 
the  revenue  exceeded  the  charges,  and  what  was  the  net  fur- 
plus  upon  the  whole.  He  ftated  alfo  the  amount  of  the  Ben- 
gal debt,  and  the  fources  whence  funds  might  reafonably  be 
exptfted  to  arife,  to  he  appropriated  to  its  diminution  and 
payment.  He  reafoned  upon  the  fuppofition  that  the  Com- 
pany's charter  was  to  expire  without  renewal,  and  that  they 
were  to  wind  up  their  affairs  in  1 794.  After  an  enumeration 
of  the  particulars  which  he  deemed  requifite  to  exhibit  the  ac- 
tual and  prefent  flateof  the  Company's  afFairs  in  the  Eaft  In- 
dies, he  laid  it  down  as  a  pofition  warranted  by  every  ground 
of  reafonable  expectation  and  probability  that  in  1794  the 
Company  would  be  able  to  difcharge  all  their  debts,  and  to 
pay  back  their  capital  to  the  proprietors ;  he  imagined,  there- 
fore, that  there  could  be  no  obiedion  to  the  prefent  bilK 
Indeed,  as  the  proprietors  defired  no  more  than  to  fubfcribe 
their  own  money,  and  thereby  adu  to  their  capital,  it  was  a 
requifition  which  he  conceived  he  might,  in  forae  fort,  be 
\yarranted  in  fuppoHng  that  Parliament  ought  not  to  regard 
with  any  fcrupulous  or  jealous  eye;  but  he  was  not  willing 
to  reft  his  argument  on  that  ground ;  the  Legiflature  had 
lately  taken  upon  itfelf  to  watch  over,  and  controul  the  affairs 
of  the  Company,  from  a  conviflion  that  the  interefts  of  the 
public  were  blended  with  the  interefts  of  the  Company ;  it 
was  therefore  undoubtedly  the  duty  of  Parliament  to  be  fatis- 
fied,  when  the  Company  came  forward  to  borrow  money, 
that  there  was  a  cafe  made  out  by  them  which  ihewed  that 
there  was  no  likelihood  of  the  public's  fuffering  eventually  by 
themeafure.  Feeling  in  that  manner,  he  had  endeavoured  to 
give  fuch  a  ftatement  of  the  Company's  afFairs  in  India  as 
would  bear  the  ftridleft  examination,  and  at  the  fame  time 
afford  the  Houfe  that  degree  of  fatisfaOion  whicli  they  had  a 
right  to  require.  Lord  Walfingham  concluded  with  moving 
that  the  bill  be  now  committed. 
Ld.Chan-  The  Lord  Chance/lor  introduced  his  obfervations  with  an 
cellor.  encomium  upon  Lord  Walfingham  for  the  clear,  diftindl, 
and  enlightened  manner  in  which  he  had  detailed  the  ftatc  of 
theCompany^s  affiiirs  in  India.  He  conceived  alfo  that  the 
thanks  of  the  Houfe  were  due  to  the  noble  Lord  on  account 
of  the  fuccefsful  pains  which  he  had  taken,  becaufe  had  not 
the  fort  of  explanation  which  their  Lordfhips  had  juil  heard 

been 
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been  given,  they  would  havebeen  called  upon  to  vote  in  favour 
of  a  bill  of  connderable  importance  without  the  fmalleil  de- 
gree of  information  to  guide  their  judgements  conc6rni')g 
the  fubjetSl. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  lamented  that  meafures  of  fuch  a 
magnitude  fhould  be  introduced  at  fo  late  a  period  of  the  year, 
being  perfuaded  that  it  wa»  not  more  a  matter  of  inconve- 
nience to  individual  Members  of  Parliament  when  they  were 
fo  introduced  than  to  the  Minliters  themfelvcs;  who,  he  was 
fatisfied,  could  not  fo  well  underftand  their  bearings,  and 
attend  to  them  in  the  manner,  and  with  the  degree  of  cau- 
tion, which  their  importance  required.  As  far  as  he  knew  of 
the  projedl  then  under  confideration,  viewing  it  a$  a  proble- 
matical projedl  merely,  and  a  matter  of  fpeculation  only,  (for 
fo  it  had  been  expreffly  opened  by  the  noble  Lord)  he  was  in- 
clined to  think  well  of  it;  but  there  were  certain  articles  and 
parts  of  the  detail  of  the  accounts  flated  in  the  papers  on  the 
table,  refpedling  which  he  entertained  doubts  and  fupicions. 
He  ought  not,  however,  to  mention  thofe  doubts  and  fufpi- 
cions  unlefs  he,  at  the  fame  time,  faid  that  all  things  confi- 
dered,  they  did  not  weigh  in  his  mind  fuiHciently  to  induce 
him  to  objeft  againft  thfe  bill ;  becaufe,  fuppofing  them  to 
be  founded,  they  did  not  amount  to  confequence  enough  to 
counterbalance  what  was  apparently  the  fair  and  reafonable 
grounds  of  the  projeft.  In  confequence  of  what  he  could 
judge,  as  well  from  the  little  opportunity  of  enquiry  which 
he  had  been  able  to  employ,  as  from  the  ftatement  of  the  no- 
ble Lord  to  which  he  had  liftened  with  the  moft  anxious  at- 
tention, and  an  earneft  defire  to  derive  all  the  information 
poflible,  and  alfo  from  having  been  that  morning  iavoured 
with  the  heads  of  the  explanation  given  to  the  Houfe  by  the 
noble  Lord,  'he  was  ready  to  flate  it  as  a  probable  opinion  in 
his  mind  (and  perhaps  what  would  farther  come  out  might 
fubftantiate  this  opinion  that  the  ftate  of  the  Eaft-India  Com- 
pany in  India,  lince  the  Parii  ment  affumed  the  fuperinten- 
dency  of  their  affairs  had  been  detailed  by  thofe  who  under- 
took the  talk,  with  great  fairnefs,  great  diftinflncfs,  and 
great  truth.  But  when  he  faid  this  he  fpoke  with  proper  de- 
ference to  perfons  better  informed  than  he  could  pretend  to 
be  upon  the  fubjedl. 

He  had  been  much  limited  in  his  enquiry  by  a  preflure  of 
time.  The  papers  on  the  table  had  been  prefented  but  the 
preceding  day,  and  were  not  yet  printed ;  though  he  hoped 
that  the  printing  of  them  would  be  moved  for;  and  that 
morning  only  had  he  been  favoured  with  the  information  to 
which  he  had  alluded,  and,  as  he  had  been  engaged  in  a 
Court  from  tei^  in  the  forenoon  almoft  to  that  hour,  he  could 
not  be  expe£led  to  have  been  able  to  make  hin.lclf  thorougln 
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ly  mafter  of  the  fubjeft.  The  terms  on  which  the  projed 
had  been  brought  forward  certainly  were  explicit  and  unequi- 
vocal ;  that  Houfe,  therefore,  was  jaftifiable  in  fufiering  it 
to  be  put  in  pradlice  as  a  problematical  meafure,  after  having 
called  for  all  the  accounts  which  could  throw  a  light  on  the 
fubjedl,  and  after  having  heard  the  noble  Lord^s  explanation 
of  thofe  accounts.  It  was  not  taking  upon  themfelves  any 
refponfibility  for  the  event,  but  it  was  holding  out  to  thefub- 
fcribers,  whoever  they  might  be,  this  fort  of  language, 
<*  We  have  called  for  the  accounts  of  the  Company,  and  be- 
"  fore  we  ventured  to  entertain  the  meafure,  or  lent  it  any 
-  **  countenance,  we  have  done  all  in  our  power  to  afcertain 
**  whether  there  was  danger  in  the  fpeculation.  The 
"  grounds  upori  which  we  proceeded  are  before  you ;  you 
"  muft  undeiftand  every  article  of  thofe  accounts  much  bet- 
*'  ter  than  we  do ;  judge  for  yourfelves  and  a6l  as  you  think 
"  wife  and  proper."  With  regard  to  the  value  put  upon 
the  ftock,  the  Lord  Chancellor  trufted,  that  this  was  done 
upon  fair  principles,  and  not  fo  as  to  enable  the  fubfcribers  to 
become  purchafers  at  a  fmall  price,  in  order  that  they  might 
fell  at  a  greater,  and  thus  eventually  a  loan  might  be  raifed 
at  a  confiderable  expence  on  the  public. 

He  next  touched  on  the  bill  with  refpeft  to  its  particular 
claufes,  againft  one  of  which  he  declared  his  moil  (erious  ob- 
jefiion,  and  this  was  the  claufe  authorifing  guardians  to  veil 
the  property  of  infants  in  the  additional  ftock,  which  the 
bill  empowered  the  Eaft-India  Company  to  raife  by  an  in- 
creafe  of  their  capital.  A  claufe  of  a  fimilar  nature  had 
•  efcaped   in  the  tontine  bill;  but  it  was  what  Parliament 

fliould  always  difcountenance,  it  being  an  invariable  maxim 
of  the  Courts  of  Law  that  it  fhould  in  no  cafe  be  allowed; 
not  even  in  Bank  ftock,  which  would  at  lead  be  allowed  to  be 
as  good  fecurity  as  Eaft-India  ftock.  By  way  of  illuftration 
he  put  the  cafe  of  an  individual,  who  was  an  adult,  adding 
for  himfelf,  and  compared  it  with  that  of  a  guardian  ading 
for  an  infant  ward,  and  with  their  different  confequences. 

**  Suppofe  (obferved  the  Lord  Chancellor)  fortune  would 
*^  have  had  it  fo,  that  I  perfeflly  underftood  the  fubjefl, 
**  and  had  money  to  lay  out :  that  I  wifbed  to  buy  an  an- 
**  nuity,  or  vcft  my  money  in  a  tontine.  I  have  the  money 
♦*  in  my  hand.  I  watch  the  rife  and  fall  of  the  market-  If 
"  it  falls  I  can  fell  out,  and  am,  from  time  to  time,  not 
"  only  enabled  to  exercife  my  own  judgement  of  the  proba- 
**  ble  profit  of  the  adventure,  but  to  aft  on  that  judgement 
**  as  I  think  proper,  and  to  make  my  efcape  from  the  rilk  in 
^  time,  if  I  deem  it  prudent  fo  to  do.*  Far  otherwife  was 
the  cafe  With  the  property  of  an  infiint  fo  vefted  by  the 
guardian*  The  property  once  vefted  muft  there  remain.  The 
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guardian,  for  wife  retfons,  could  not  alter  it,  let  the  appear- 
ance of  things  be  ever  fo  unfavourable ;  and  the  ward,  from 
bis  immaturity  of  years,  could  not  adl  far  himfelf,  till  he 
was  paft  feventeen.  His  fortune,  therefore,  might  be  loft, 
cxcluiive  of  the  other  tnifchiefs  arifing  from  fo  uujuft  a  prac-* 
ttce  as  finking  his  whole  property,  perhaps,  in  a  life  annuity. 
It  might  befaid,  that  in  the  prefent  cafe,  feveral  of  thefe  mi- 
nors and  wards  were  already  Eaft-Inda  Stock  Proprietors, 
and  therefore,  it  would  be  unjuft  to  prevent  them  from  gain- 
ing an  advantage,  which  the  chance  of  the  times  had  thrown 
in  tbeir  way;  yet  even  upon  this  ground,  a  matter  lo  dange- 
rous ought  not  to  be  countenanced. 

But  the  Courts  below  did   not  ground  their  rule  of  not 
fuffering  guardians  to  veft  the  pr  »perty  of  infants,    their 
wards,  on  any  confiderations  referable  to  particular  views  of 
particular  cales.     Their  conduct  in   this  eflential  point  was 
grounded  wholly  on  principles  of  general  policy.    1  hey  held   * 
it  to  be  iniquitous  to  preclude  the  owner  of  property  from 
nCng  it  as  he  fhould  think  proper,  when  he  {houid  arrive  to 
that  maturity  at  which  the  law  deemed  him  competent  to 
a&  for  himfelf ;  nor  would  they  fufFer  the  efFe£ls  of  his  fu- 
ture induftry  to  be  cramped,  and  the  means  of  building  a  fa- 
mily, on  the  profits  which  might  arife  from  employing  his 
money  in  trade,  to  be  taken  from  him.    The  Lord  Chancel- 
lor urged  the  manifeft  difadvantage  to  the  community  which 
muft  unavoidably  refult  from  authorizing  thofe  who  had  the 
management  of  the  fortunes  of  infants  to  fink  that  property 
in  a  life  annuity.     To  wallow  in  lazy  indolence  would  then 
be  the  objedl  of  the  rifing  generation,  at  leaft  of  thofe  of  that 
defcription  whofe  fathers  unfortunately  happened  ro  die  in 
their  minority.     Marriage  would  be  difcouragcd,  tradf.  li- 
mited, the  ardor  of  competition  chilled  and  checked,  popu- 
lation diminifhed,   and    the  nation   weakened    in  its  beft 
fources  of  ftrength,  profperity,  and  fupport.     He  hoped  that 
thofe  concerned  in  the  bill  would  not  obje^  to  the  omiffion 
of  this  claufe.     The  right  honourable  gentleman  who  had 
introduced  the  bill  in  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  and  whom  he 
might  be  allowed  to  allude  to,  when  he  did  it  honoris  caufa^ 
he  was  perfuaded  had  not  thought  it  material  that  fuch   a 
claufe  fhould  make  a  part  of  the  plan  of  his  proje£^,  or  that 
it  ftrengthened  the  argument  by  its  advancement.     A  very 
contrary  inference,  in  his  mind,  might  be  drawn  from  it,  the 
natural  conclufion  being,  that  if  the  claufe  ftood,  the  project 
could  not  be  expe£led  to  fucceed,  unlefs  extraordinary  means 
were  reforted  to,  for  the  purpofe  of  enfuring  its  fuccefs. 

Lord  IGnnaird  exprefiTcd  his   regret,  that  he  had  not  been     Lor* 
prefent  when  the  noble  Lord  near  him  gave  his  explanation  Kinnaird. 
of  the  papers' on  the  table^  declaring  that  hp  knew  not  a 

Member 
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Member  of  either  that  or  (he  other  Houfe  of  Parliaroent 
more  capable  of  affording  their  Lord{hi}>s  clear,  perfeA,  and 
diftin£l  information  on  Tuhjefts  the  moft  intricate  and  the 
moft  complicated.  After  this  opening,  Lord  Ktnnaird  add- 
ed, ihat  he  ha^i,  a  few  days  ago,  flated  to  the  Houfe  his  de- 
fire  to  call  their  attention  to  the  fubje£l  of  the  bill.  It  was, 
he/declared,  very  important ;  and  the  bill  had,  neverthelefi, 
been  read  a  fecond  time,  without   fo  much  as  a  (ingle  paper 

X  having^  been  laid  on  the  table,  to  give^  their  Lord(hip8   the 

fnialicll  information  refpe<5ling  itv  He  reprobated  the  late 
jHTJod  of  the  feflinn  at  which  the  bill  had  been  introduced ; 
hut  the  pi'efent  was,  he  was  ready  to  admit,  only  one  of  fc- 
veral  important  meafures,  the  agitation  of  which  feemed  pur- 
pofely  to  have  btrn  poAponed  till  a  time  of  year,  when  the 
heat  of  the  weather,  and  other  reafons,  co-operated  to  caufc 
only  a  very  thin  aliendancc.  He  had  been  confined  by  ilU 
nefs  for  feme  days,  or  he  fhould  have  offered  a  motion  for 
referring  the  ftate  of  the  Eail-lndia  Company's  affairs  to  the 
confideration  of  a  Committee,  previoqs  to  their  Lordfhips' 
proceeding  to  difcufs  the  prefent  bill.  After  fome  prelimi- 
nary animadverfion  on  the  conduit  of  Government  in  refpe£l 
to  the  peculiar  circumftanccs  of  tl>e  fubjedl  under  confide- 
ration ;  and  after  a  declaration,  that  he  was  naturally  prone 
to  give  credit  to  Minifters,  wherever  he  could,  for  the  wif- 
dom  and  falutarinefsofthe  meafur  s  which  they  recommend- 
ed to  Parliament,  from  a  perfuafion  that  it  was  not  more 
the  intereft  of  the  Public  than  their  own,  that  they  fhould 

,  propofe  no  meafures  but  fuch  as  were  likely  to  prove  fjiliitary 

and  beneficial.  Lord  Kinnaird  proceeded  to  exprefs  hisdiffa- 
tisfaflion  againft  the  mode  of  ftatement  of  the  fituation  of 
the  Eafl-India  Company^s  affairs  in  India,  adopted  in  the 
papers  which  had,  he  underftood,  been  moved  for  in  hisab- 
fence  through  illnefs,  and  which  were  then  upon  the  table* 
Kc  laid  great  ftrefs  on  the  particular  of  the  Dewannee, 
which  had  been  taken  in  the  Company's  ftatement  of  their 
affairs  as  their  own,  and  their  future  revenues  had  been  cal- 
culated accordingly;  where^ns  he  contended  that  when  their 
chaiter  expired,  the  Dewannee  would  nojonger  be  their 
property,  but  would  become  that  of  the  Public.  He  affirmed 
alfo  that  there  was  a  fallacy  in  the  Accounts,  and  confequently 
in  the  dedu<5lion  drawn  from  them,  owing  to  -the  price  at 
which  the  current  rup?*e  had  been  taken.  He  dated  minutely 
the  reafons  why  he  differed  in  opinion  on  this  point  from 
the  right  honourable  gentleman  who  opened  of  the  Com- 
pnny's  affairs  in  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  and  took  occafion^ 
more  than  once,  to  urge  the  neceffity  of  their  Lordlhips'  at- 
tending, in  difc barge  of  their  duty,  to  the  detail  of  all  mat- 
te* s  of  rt venue,  much  moi:^  herqafter  than  they  had  hithflrto 

don« 
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done,  whether  the  fubjedl  regarded  Great  Britain  in  general, 
or  the  Eaft  Indies  in  particular.  He  reprohat^d  the  idea  of 
their  having  no  right  to  interfere  with  the  difcuffion  of  fuch 
topics;  and  he  faid  that  if  the  Houfe  of  Commons  pufhed 
what  was  termed  by  them  their  privileges  in  that  particular, 
to  fuch  an  extreme,  as  to  infill  upon  it  that  their  Lordfhipt 
muft  not  make  a  fingle  alteration  in  a  money  bill,  without 
incurring  the  charge  of  defignedly  interrupting  and  impeding 
the  bufuiefs  of  Government,  their  Lordlhips  had  better  ad- 
drefs  His  Majefty  to  difmifs  them  as  an  ufelefs  body,  and 
V)eg  him  to  incorporate  ihem  with  the  Houfe  of  Commons. 
Lord  Kinnaird  took  notice  of  the  Chancellor's  declaration 
that  the  language  of  Parliament,  through  the  medium  of  the 
bill,  and  on  the  prefent  occafion,  was,  "  We  (hew  you  the 
**  grounds  we  proceeded  on  ;  judge  for  yourfelves,  and  aft 
'<  accordingly*"  As  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  had  explained 
his  meaning,  he  faid  that  he  perfeftly  underftood  him ;  but 
he  greatly  feared  that  the  Public  would  not  underftand  him 
in  the  fame  manner.  At  any  rate,  he  could  not  conceive, 
that  it  was  the  fort  of  ftyle  which  the  Public  would  look  for 
at  their  hands.  The  Legiflature  having  with  great  propriety, 
in  his  opinion,  afiumed  the  control  and  fuperin tendance  ojf 
the  Eaft-lndia  Company's,  affairs,  it  was  their  duty  to  watch 
over  all  their  proceedings^  and  the  Public  would  naturally 
expeft,  when  they  confented  to  pafs  fuch  a  bill  as  the  pre- 
fent, that  their  Lordfliips  were  convinced  that  the  grounds 
of  it  were  clear  and  indubitable,  and  that  they  were  willing 
to  vouch  for  their  authenticity.  He  declared  himfelf  difla- 
tisfied  with  the  accounts  on  the  table,  nor  could  he  reconcile 
the  premifes  of  the  bill  with  its  objeft.  He  had  attended  the 
difcuffion  in  the  other  Houfe  of  Parliament,  and  he  had  read 
the  hill  again  and  again,  and  examined  it  in  his  clofet,  but 
in  vain.  The  refult  of  all  his  attention  was,  that  the  Com- 
pany were  not  in  fo  good  a  fituation  as  they  pretended,  and 
he  pledged  himfelf,  early  in  the  courfe  of  the  enfuing  fefnon» 
to  move  for  a  Committee  to  be  appointed  to  examine  and 
eiK^uire  into  the  ftate  of  the  Company's  debts  in  India,  and 
the  debt  transferred  home,  and  argued  that  all  the  diilrefies 
of  the  Company  had  arifen  from  the  circumiftance  of  their 
having  departed  from  tfieir  original  charafter ;  that  of  a  pure- 
ly trading  Company,  and  changed  it  for  a  Company  holding 
fovereignty  over  extenfive  territories*  Had  they  not  blended 
the  two  charafters  in  which  they  now  aded,  he  had  no  doubt 
but  they  would,  by  this  time,  have  been  a  wealthy  Company. 
As  it  was,  he  afTerted,  that  they  had  been  in  a  ftate  of  bank- 
ruptcy for  fome  years,  and  the  prefent  application  was,  in 
truth,  nothing  more  nor  lefs  than  an  application  to  increafe 
their  debt,  without  accelerating:  the  means  of  its  diminution. 
Vol.  XXVI.  ^j  In 
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In  conclufioiis  Lord  Kinnaird  obferved,  that  as  he  was  per- 
fuaded  that  no  argument  which  he  could  urge,  would  pre- 
vent the  prefent  bill  from  being  adopted,  all  which  remained 
for  him  was  to  declare,  that  no  confideration  but  a  fenfe  of 
duty,  could  have  Impelled  him  to  trouble  their  Lordihipsat 
'  all  on  the  prefent  occafion. 

Lord  Lord  fValfingham  anfwered  the  argument  of  Lord  Kinnaird 

Wtlfing-   in  regard  to  the  Dewannee,  by  ftating,  that  as  the  debt  wou^d 

ham.  follow  the  revenues  of  Bengal,  and  the  other  poileflions  in 
India,  it  mattered  not  to  whom  the  Dewannee  would  belong, 
when" the  Company's  charter  expired;  an  arrangement  would 
then  be  made,  adapted  to  the  circumflances  of  the  fituation 
of  the  Company  ;  and  as  the  debt  muft  be  admitted,  on  all 
hands,  to  he  a  debt  fairly  incurred,  and  which  ought  at  any 
rate  to  bedifcharged,  the  revenues  of  our  Indian  provinces. 
And  every  part  of  our  poJTeffions  in  Afia,*  muft  be  confidered 
as  refponlible  to  all  legal  demands.  With  regard  to  the  price 
of  the  current  rupee,  he  contended,  that  no  argument  could 
be  fairly  drawn  from  that  confideration,  the  account  ftanding 
the  fanie  whichever  way  the  rupees  were  valued,  as  credit 
was  given  for  as  much  as  was  taken;  in  proof  of  this,  he 
ftated  wliat  the  rupee  would  melt  down  for.  He  explained 
this  particular  much  at  large,  and  replied  to  thofe  parts  of 
Lord  Kinnaird's  fpeech  which  refledled  on  Minifters  fornot 
having  brought  forward  the  fubjeft  earlier,  and  bec^ufe  no  . 
paper  had  been  laid  before  the  Houfe,  till  after  the  bill  had 
been  read  a  fecond  time,  declaring  that  the  hill  had  been  ten 
days  upon  the  table,  before  it  had  been  moved  to  read  it  a  fe- 
cond time,  and  in  all  that  time,  no  wifli  had  been  exprefled 
for  f,ut her  information  on  the  fnbje<5t  th^n  the  bill  aiForded. 
When  the  nobl^  Lord  had  fpoken  to  liisn  ref|>e£^ing  it,  he 
had  endeavoured  to  give  him  all  the  information  in  his  power, 
and  upon  its  having  been  hinted  from  another  refpe<FVable 
quarter,  that  the  papers  lltould  be  hid  upon  tlie  table,  he  bad 
,  moved  for  them.*  i  ord  Walfingham  made  his  acknowledge- 
ments to  the  Lord  Chan,  ellor  for  the  manner  in  whiih  he 
had  fpoken  of  his  endenvoiirs  to  expFain  the  accounts  on  the 
tabic,  and  he  afTr.rcd  Lord  Kinnaird,  that  he  was  ready  to 
meet  him  on  the  fuhjee^  of  the  Company's  debts,  both  in 
India  and  at  home,  whenever  he  thought  proper  to  bring  it 
under  difciiffion. 

Lord  Lord  Kinnaird  hoped  that  the  Houfe  would  hereafter  (hew 

Kinnaird.  themfelves  more  rendv  to  Urien  to  confiderations  of  revenue, 
and  to  aft  as  a  houfe  of  bufinefs  in  that  rcfpeft,  than  had  hi- 
therto been  their  practice.  He  declared  that  he  would,  early 
in  the  next  fefljon,  provided  that  he  fl\puld  have  a  feat  in 
that  Houfe,  call  their  attention  to  the  Aate  of  the  Eaft- 
India  Company's  affairs,  by  moving  for  a  Committee  to  en- 

•       quire 
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quire  into  the  Coipp<^ny's  real  (ituation,  promifing  that  he 
would  give  to  fuch  a  Committee  all  the  attendant e  on  his 
part  which  could  be  expedted,  and  that  he  had  no  doubt  but 
that  he  (hould  be  able  to  prove  that  the  Company  were  as  ill 
able  to  pay    their  debts  now,  as  they  had  been  jn  the  ytar 

1783- 
^     1  he  Houfe  having  refolved  itfelf  into  a  Committee  on  the 

bill.  Lord  Walfingham  moved  to  leave'  out  the  claufe  em- 
powering guardians  to  ved  the  property  of  infants,  their 
wards,  in  the  additional  Eaft-India  flock,  to  be  fubfcribed 
for  by  way  of  increafe  of  the  Company's  capital. 

1  his  propoCtion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  bill  pafled  the 
Committee,  and  was  ordered  to  be  reported. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Hmrfdayj  (iih  Auguji. 

The  order  of  the  day  being  moved  for  the  third  reading  ol 
the  Tobacco  Excife  bill, 

The  Duke  of  Leeds  obferved,  that  as  any  alteration  what-' 
ever  in  a  money  hill  in  that  Houfe,  might  he  produflive  of  ,^ 
protrafling  the  feflion  to  a  very  inconvenient  length,  by  oc- 
cafioning  a  debate  in  another  place  on  a  fubject  of  a  delicate 
nature,  he  therefore  moved,  "  T'hat  the  amendments  made  in 
*^  the  Committee  might  be  withdrawn.'*  The  motion  was 
agreed  to  without  oppofuion,  and  the  bill  was  read  a  third 
time,  and  paded. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Tuefday^   Wth  Augujl^ 

His  Majefty  in  Council  was  pleafed  to  order,  that  on  this 
day  the  Parliament  be  prorogued  to  Thurfday,  the  29th  day 
of  C  )ftober  next.  ' 

In  confequence,  the  Lord  Chancellor  made  the  following 
fpeech  to  both  Houfes  of  Parliament : 

**  My  Lords  and  Gentlemen, 

"  WE  have  it  in  command  from  His  Majefly  to  exprefs 
^  to  you  the  fatisfaflion  with  which  His  Majefty  has  ob- 
"  ferved  the  continued  proofs  which  you  have  given,  during 
*'  the  prefent  fefTion,  of  your  uniform  attention  to  the  pub- 
**  lie  bufinefs,  and  of  yoti*' zealous  concern  for  the  honour 
"  and  interefts  of  his  Crown,  and  the  welfare  and  profperity 
"  of  his  People. 

**  Gentlemen  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons, 

"  His  Majefty  has  particularly  diredied  us  to  return  you 
"  his  thanks  for  the  readinefs  with  which  you  have  granted 

the 
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^  the  necefTary  fapplies  for  the  feveral  bmaches  of  the  public 
**  fervice. 

"  My  Lords  and  Gentletnen, 

*'  Although  the  good  offices  of  His  Majefty  and  his  allies 
*'  have  not  hitherto  been  effectual  for  reftoring  the  general 
^  tranquillity  of  Europe,  he  has  the  fatisfa&ion  of  feeing 
'<  that  the  further  extenfion  of  hoftilities  has  be^a  prevented,^ 
**  and  that  the  fituation  of  affairs  continues  to  promife  to  this 
^'<  country  the  uninterrupted  enjoyment  of  the  bleffings  of 
•*  peace." 

Then  the  Lord  Chancellor^  by  His  Majefly's  command» 
laid,  ^ 

*^  My  Lords  and  Gentlemen, 

'  *^  It  is  His  Majefly's  l(oyal  will  and  pleafure,  that  this 
«  Parliament  be  prorogued  to  Thurfday  the  aqth  day  of 
*<  0£lober  next,  to  he  then  here  holden ;  and  this  Parlia- 
<<  ment  is  accordingly  prorogued  to  Thurfday,  the  29th 
"  ^ay  ofOdlobernoxt.'* 


END  OF    THI   TWEMTY'SIXTH    TOLUME* 
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